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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

The City of SantaClara as the Lead Agency, has prepared this Initial Study fo€Cthie Center

Drive Family HousingProjectin compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations 815000 et. seq.) and the regulations
and policies of the Citpf Santa ClaraCalifornia.

The project proposes twnstruct a fivestary multi-family development, which would consist @8
affordable units antvoma n a g e s ©hs Initiah Study evaluates the environmental impacts that
might reasonably be anticipated to result from implementation of the proposed project.

1.2 PUBLIC REV IEW PERIOD

Publication of this Initial Study marks the beginning @&deday public review and comment period
During this period, the Initial Study will be available to local, state, and federal agencies and to
interested organizations amdlividuals for reviewWritten comments concerning the environmental
review contained in this Initial Study during tB@day public review period should be sent to:

Debby FernandeAssociatePlanner
1500 Warburton Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95050
Phone: 408) 6152457
Email: DFernandez@santaclaraca.gov

1.3 CONSIDERATION OF THE INITIAL STUDY AND PROJECT

Following the conclusion of the public review peritlie City of Santa Claraill consider the
adoption d the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the projec atgularly
scheduled meetinghe City shall consider the Initial Study/MND together with any comments
received dting the public review procesgpon adoption of the MND, th€ity may proceed with
project approval actions

1.4 NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

If the project is approvedhe City of Santa Claraill file a Notice of Determination (NOD), which

will be available for public inspection and posted within 24 hours of receipt&ouh y Cl er k6 s
Office for 30 daysThe filing of the NOD starts a 3fay statute of limitations on court challenges to

the approval under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15075(g)).
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SECTION 2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

2.1 PROJECT TITLE

Civic Center Drivag-amily HousingProject

2.2 LEAD AGENCY CONTACT

City of Santa Clara

Community Development Department
1500 Warburton Avenue

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Debby FernandeAssociatePlanner
Phone: (408) 6152457
Email: DFernande@santaclaraca.gov

23 PROJECT APPLICANT

Charities Housing Development Corporation
1400 Parkmoor Avenue, Suite 190
San Jose, CA 95126

24 PROJECT LOCATION

Theapproximatelyl.4-acre project sités locatedapproximately 400 feet north of EI Camino Raal
the northwest corner of Lincoln Stresetd Civic Center Drive. The location of the project site is
shown on Figure 2:4, Regional Map, Figure 22, Vicinity Map, and Figure 2:8, Aerial
Photograph and Surrounding Land Uses

2.5 ASSESSOROGS PABEREL NUM

APN 22449-006

2.6 GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION AND ZONING DISTRICT

Existing Zoning District: OG1 General Office
Existing General Plan Designation: Community Commercial

Proposed Zoning District: PD (Planned Development) f@@ units per acre
Proposed General Plan Designatiorligh Density Residerdi
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2.7 PROJECT-RELATED APPROVALS, AGREEMENTS , AND PERMITS

The project would require the following approvals and permits issudteb@ity:

General Plan Amendment
Planned Development Rezoning
Design Review

Building Permit(s)

Grading Permit(s)

= =4 =4 =4 4
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SECTION 3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW ANDLOCATION

Theapproximately M-acre site is locateat 1601Civic Center Driv Assessor 6 s Par cel
224-49-006)in the City of Santa Clargsee Figure 3-4 through Figure 3:3). The project site has a
General Plan land use designation of Community Commercial and is zoned OG (General Office).

The project sé is bounded by Lincoln Street to the east, Civic Center Drive to the south, residences

to the west, and a church to the north.

The project site contains an existing vacant-saary office building, a surface parking lot, and 19
trees. The project propes to demolish the existing office building and redevelop the site with-a five
story multifamily development. The project components ineltiee multifamily residences,
landscaping, site access, utilities, aneaon oftsite improvements. Constructioetdils are

described below. A site plan for the proposed project is provided in Figufie 3.2

3.2 PROJECT COMPONENTS

3.21 Multi -Family Residences

As proposed, thprojectwould remove the existing office building and construct a-Bv@ry multi

family development, which would consist of up t6é®f f or dabl e units and two
total of 108 units). The proposed muitamily residential building would front Lincolnvenue and

would have a north and south wing. The proposed development would include a community room,
offices D provide services to tenants, and surface and garage parking on the ground level. Residential
units would be located on the first through fifiors. Floors three through five would have

walkways between the tweingsof the building. The maximum height of the proposed building

would be 60 feet above the ground surface at the top of theTtmproposed building elevations

are shown in Figurd.2-2.

3.2.1.1 Open Space and Landscaping

As proposed,he projectvould remove all 19 existing osite trees. New landscaping, including 82
new trees, would be planted throughout the site as part of the proposed project. The project would
incorporate approximaty 17,000 square feef common open spagecludinga landscaped entry

court with trees facing Lincoln Streabhda secondevel courtyarcavailablefor residentsThe

landscaped entry court would include pedestrian pathways and outdoor seating. htldeseto
courtyard wouldnclude landscaping, a recreational area with synthetic turf, ping pong tables, and a
dining court and barbeque area.

The project includes a complete street section with a landscape planter between the street frontages
andanewsidewalk.

3.2.1.2 Site Access and Parking

The vehicle entry to and exit from the project site would be t@onew (proposedjull acces4-
foot-wide drivewayg. One would ben Civic Center Drive, at the sowtkRsterncorner of the sitand
the other would be on Lincoln Avenue, near the northeast corner of thEngtproposed driveway

Civic Centeramily HousingProject 7 Initial Study
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on Civic Center Drive would replace the existingsote driveway, approximately 175 tesast of

the proposedriveway location. The proposed driveway would provide access to the surface parking
lot and parking garag&hedriveway would serve resident as well as provide emergency vehicle
access (EVA) to the sit&he existing sidewalk woulde replaced and widened from its current

width of approximately eight feet along the project frontage on Lincoln Street and approximately five
feet along the project frontage on Civic Center Drive to 10 feet along both project frontages on Civic
Center Dive and Lincoln Street.

Vehicle mrking would be provided on a surface parking lot on the westigeof the project site

and within theground level parking garag&he development would includgp to82 vehicular
parking spacesA bicycle storage roomwith bicycle racks that can accommodate up to 67 bicycles
would also be constructed in the northeast corner of the ground floav@rid be accessible by a
walkway facing Lincoln Street.

3213 Utility Improvements

Stormwater runoff from the site woule treated via flowthrough bioretention planters and self
treating areas and directeminew 12inch storm drainsvhich would connect o t he Ci t yds
stormwater system on Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Avenue.

Wastewater from the project site would be directed targik sanitary sewer lines that would
connect to the Cityds sanitary sewer system on
be provided for residential, fire service, and irrigation @sebsrew water lines would connect to an
existingeightinch water main on Civic Center Drivéhe joint trench for Silicon Valley Power
(SVP)underground electric facilities would be relocated from below the existing sidewalk to under

Civic Center Drive fonting the project site.

3.2.2 General Plan Amendment and Rezoning

The projectasproposé, includes a General Plan Amendment (GPA) and rezoning to allow for the
proposed project. The GPA would include a chang
from Community Commercial to HigBensity Residential. The existing Community Commercial

designdon allows for development of uses such as shopping centers, offices, and neighborhood

serving retail with a maximum floor area ratio (FAR) of 0.50. The proposed begisity

Residential General Plan land use designation is intended for developmenitridfentidildingsthat

have adensityranging from 40 to 5Qnitsper acre Given the proposed project is 100 percent

affordable housing, the projeebuld qualify for a State Density Bonus which would translate to a

density of up to 129 dwelling units pesra.

The sitedd General Oftice zomgng © iBtended for office, clinic, instruction facility
(distinguished from a school), lodge, mortuary, preschodlrestaurant uses. The site would be
rezoned from OG General Officdo Planned Developentto allow for the proposed residential use.

3.2.2.1 Green Building Measures

Theproject, agproposedwould be built according to the City of Santa Clara Building Code which
requires adherence to the Residential Mandatory Measures of the California GldergElode
(CalGreen)The project includes measures that would exceed Title 24 California Energy Code

Civic CenterFamily HousingProject 10 Initial Study
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requirements and would meet the minimum GreenPoint Rated 50 pdameenPoint Rated 50
points would be met by incorporating a variety of design featincluding community design and
planning, site design, landscape design, builéimegelope performance, and material selectidhs

following green building measures would be included in the project:

1 Photovoltaic arrays on the roof of the proposeiding

1 Clean air vehicle parking as well as electric vehicle charging stations to encourage reduction
of greenhouse gd&HG) emissions

1 Landscaping, agirade as well as on the podium level, consisting of large canopy trees that
wouldr educe the heat island effect and the r

1 Onsite bicycle parking

1 Low volatile organic compound (VOC) caulks and adhesives;¥&® paints and
formaldehydefree cabinets, doors and trims will be employed

3.2.3 Demolition and Construction

Construction of the proposed projestanticipated tstart inSeptembe2023and isexpectedo take
approximately 18nonthsto complete Construction activities associated with the proposed project
include site clearing and demolition (e.g., removinigtaxg vegetation and trees and the existing
structures on the project site), utility connections (e.g., new lateral connections to the existing water,
sewer, and storm drain mains in Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Street), building construction,
frontageimprovements (e.g., new street trees, new curb, gutter, sidewalk and driveway construction),
and landscaping on the site. Approximat2|¥05cubic yards of soil would be exported from the site
during construction

During construction, all staging actis (e.g., equipment and material storage) would occur on the
project site. The construction workers would park on the project site and in the project area

1 The GreenPoint Rated Checklist is administere@biyd It Green a nonprofit organization whose mission is to
promote healthy, energgand resourcefficient building practices in CaliforniaGreenPoint Rated is a green
building rating system which can be used to assess the environmental characteristics ofirrchating water
efficient fixtures, efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning,-lemvitting flooring, and energgfficient
appliances and lighting)if a residential developmenteets minimum point requirements in each category and
scoresat least50 total points, it earns the right to bear the GreenPoint Rated label.

Civic Centeramily HousingProject 11 Initial Study
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SECTION 4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL  SETTING, CHECKUST ANDIMPACT DISCUSSION

This section presents tléescussion ofmpacts related to the followirgnvironmental subjects in
their respective subsections

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4
4.5
4.6
4.7
4.8
4.9
4.10
411

Aesthetics 4.12
Agricultureand Forestry Resources 413
Air Quality 414
Biological Resources 4.15
Cultural Resources 4.16
Energy 4.17
Geology andsoils 4.18
Greenhouse Gas Emissions 4.19
Hazards andHazardous Materials 4.20
Hydrology andWater Quality 421

Land Use andPlanning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population andHousing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources

Utilities andService Systems
Wildfire

Mandatory Findings of Significance

The discussion for each environmersiabjectincludes the following subsections:

1 Environmental Settingi This subsection 1) provides a brief overview of relevant plans,
policies, and regulations that compose the regulatory framework for the project and 2)
describes the existing, physical environtagonditions at the project site and in the

surrounding area, as relevant.

Impact Discussioni This subsectiod) includes the recommended checklist questions from
Appendix G of the CRA Guidelines to assess impa@and2)di scusses impae pr oj e
on the environmental subjeasrelatedto the checklist questionBor significant impacts,
feasible mitigation measures are identifiegdMi t i gati on measur eso
minimize, avoid, or eliminate a sidgimant impact (CEQA Guidelines Sectia8370) Each
impact is numbered to correspond to the checklist question being answered. For example,
Impact BIG1 answers the first checklist question in the Biological Resources section
Mitigation measures are alsombered to correspond to the impact they address
example MM BIO-1.3refers to the third itigation measure for the firgnpact in the

Biological Resourcesection
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4.1 AESTHETICS

41.1 Environmental Setting

4.1.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State
Senate Bill 743

Senate Bill (SB) 743 was adopted in 2013 and requires lead agencies to use alternatives to level of
service (LOS) for evaluating transportation impaspecifically vehicle miles traveled (VMT). SB

743 also include changes to CEQA that apply to trargitented developments, as related to
aesthetics and parking i mpacts. Under SB 743, a
considered significant impacts on the environment if:

1 The project is a residential, mixede residential, or employment cenproject, and
f The project is located on an infill site within a transit priority &rea.

SB 743 also clarifies thabtal governments et ai n t heir ability to regul
impacts outside of the CEQA process

Streets antHighway Code Sections 260 through 263

The California Scenic Highway Progrd®treets and Highway Code, Sections 260 throughig63
managed by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). The program is intended to
protect and enhance the natgeenic beauty of California highways and adjacent corridors through
special conservation treatment. There are no-diedegnated scenic highwawéthin the City of

Santa Clara.

In Santa Clara County, the one stdésignated scenic highwaySsate Rote (SR) 9 from the Santa
Cruz County line to the Los Gatos City Limit. Eligible State Scenic Highways (not officially
designatedincludeSR 17 from the Santa Cruz County line to SR 9, SR 35 from Santa Cruz County
line to SR 9, Interstate 280 from the Sdateo County line to SR 17, and the entire length of SR 152
within the County?

2An nfiii | Isdefinedadfiaa | ot | ocated within an urban area that h.
site where at least 75 percent of the perimeter of thadjbénsor is separated only by an improved public rigift

way from, parcels that ar e Admnsiepriarity @eh wist Wl Bdwalaidfeiaesd ur |
within 0.5 mile of a major transit stop that is existing or planned, if the pthstap is scheduled to be completed

within the planning horizon included in a Transportation Improvement Program adopted pursuant to Section

450. 216 or 450.322 of Title AR3@pdr tthrearlCoidte ofopFredme ahs |
an existing rail transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the intersection of two

or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the morning and

afternoon peak commugee r i 8odirse: Rublic Resources Code Section 21009. Accessed September 3, 2021.
https://codes.findlaw.com/ca/publiesourcesode/presect21099.html

3 CaliforniaDepartment of Transportation (Caltrans). California Scenic Highways. AccBssednber 13, 2021
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.htmI?id=f0259b1ad0fe4093a5604co6H888a
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Local

Santa Clara General Plan

General Plan policies applicable to aesthetics include, but are not limited to, the fallowing

Policies Description

General Land Use

5.3.1:P3 Support high quality design consistent wi
review process.

5.3.2P10 Provide opportunities for increased landscaping and trees in the community, including require
for newdevelopment to provide street trees and a minimum 2:brooff-site replacement for trees
removed as part of the proposal to help increase the urban forest and minimize the heat islar

5.3.2P28 Encourage undergrounding of new utility lines aritlty equipment throughout the City.

Santa Clara City Code

The City Code includes regulations associated w
promote a sound and attractive community appearance, as st@tealiter 8.30 Public Nuisances

and Chapter 18.52 Regulations for Public, Quragilic, and Pulix Park or Recreation Zoning

Districts. The City Code also includes an Architectural Review process, as outlined in Zoning

Ordinance Chapter 18.76. The Architectural Review process is intended to:

Encourage the orderly and harmonious appearance ofisgsi@nd properties
Maintain the public health, safety, and welfare
Maintain property and improvement values throughout the City

= =4 =4 =

Encourage the physical development of the City that is consistent with the General Plan and
other City regulations

1 Enhancehe aesthetic appearance, functional relationships, neighborhood compatibility and
excellent design quality

Architectural Policie§ Community Design Guidelines

The Cityods Architectural Review Processal consi de
review for design, aesthetic considerations, and consistency with zoning standards, prior to submittal

for building permits. In reviewing architectural submittals, the Director of Community Development
foll ows the Cit yGuigelineorhemnmtent ofthgse quieledinegisdocourage the

orderly development arttarmoniousappearance of structures and properties; provide fair and

equitable treatment to all applicants; maintain property values throughout the General Plan.

4.1.1.2 Existing Conditions
Project Site

The project site is currently occupied by a vacant;s$toy office building, a surface parking lot,
and 19 trees. The existing office building is rectangular in shape and is characterized by a concrete

Civic Centeramily HousingProject 14 Initial Study
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exterior, rows of rectangular windowsstile roof, and second story balconies on all sides except for
the west sideadjacent to existing residences. The perimeter of the existing building and surface
parking lot are landscaped primarily with hedges, trees, an®hogtos land2 show views bthe
projectsite.

Surrounding Vicinity

The project site is surrounded by urban development. Buildings in the project vicinity range from one
to threestories. Architectural styles vary from property to propéertye onestorychurch building to

the noth ismade of concrete with a segmented flat radfe City Hall buildinggo the easare

Mission-style oneto two-storieswith crosshipped clay tileroofswith cement plaster facadeihe

City Hall property consists of open lawn areas with teebsa duntain The properties to the south

of the site consist of oréo two-story Mission-style commerciabuildings made of concretaasonry

with clay-tile hippedroofs’. The commercial properties have paved surface parkingrots

perimeter landscaping he residences immediately to the waest oneto- two-stories and made of

wood siding and gablstyled roofs. Multifamily residences to the east of Civic Center Drive are

two- to threestories anavith stuccocladdingand gake roofswith varied architectureSurrounding
properties and streets are generally lined with trees and landscaping. Civic Center Park is also
southeast of the project site, across the Civic Center Drive/Lincoln Street intersection. Civic Center
Park is taracterized by an open lawn arayer beds, benchetyo fountains, walking paths, and
trees |l ocated throughout. Photos 3 through 6 sh

Scenic Views and Resources

A scenic vista is the view of an areatttgvisually or aesthetically pleasing. No designated scenic

vistas or view corridors are located within the Citgywever, the City of Santa Clara 282035

General Plarfrinal Environmental Impact Report lists the Santa Cruz Mountains, Diablo Range, San
Tomas Aquino Creek, and t he tRatecadlzEiviewedkfroRareaer as
within the City. Other aeas within the City provideiews of the community and surrounding natural
features, including views of the open spaodeveloped lanoh the Ulistac Natural Area

(approximately two miles northeast of the si¥éipws ofthese resourcesme obstructedt the project

sitedue to existing urban development and landscaping.

There are no staigesignated scenic roadways near the projezt Bite nearest statkesignated
highway isSR 9/Los GatosSaratoga Rogdpproximately?.7 miles soutwestof the site>

The project site and the surrounding area are relatively flat and, as a result, the site is only visible
from the immediate area.

4 A hippedroof is a type of roof where all sides slope downwards to the.walls
5 Caltrans. Caltrans State Scenic Highvasstem MapAccessedecember 13, 2021.
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.htm|?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116flaacaa
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Light and Glare

Sources of light andlare in the project area include streetlights, parking lot lights, security lights,
vehicular headlights, internal building lights, and reflective building surfaces and windows

4.1.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially I_.es:.st.han Lessthan
o Significant —
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated
Except as provided in Public Resources Code
Section 21099, wuld the project:
1) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scen ] L] L] X
vista?
2) Substantially damage scenic resources, ] ] ] X

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
3) In nonurbanized areas, substantialggrade ] ] X ]
the existing visual character or quality of
public views ofthe site and its surroundings?
If the project is in an urbanized area, would
project conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality?
4) Create a new source of sudnstial light or ] ] X ]
glarewhich wouldadversely affect day or
nighttime views in the ar€a
Note: Certain projects within transit priority areas need not evaluate aesthetics (Public Resources Co
Section 21099).

The project site ifocatedwithin a transit priority aredesignated by the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) and the Association of Bay Area Governm@efer to Figure 4:1).” The
proposed projeatould be annfill development since the site is unddilized and surrounded by
urban development.

Pursuant to SB 74®ublic Resources Code Section 21099 (d)(1) states @béihetic impacts of a
residential, mixeduse residential, or employment center project on an infill site within a transit
priority area shall not be considdragnificant imgacts on the environment. Given the project would
be aresidentialdevelopmenbn an infill siteand islocatedwithin a transit priority area, the project
would not result in significant aesthetic impadtke following discussion is provided for
informational purposes onlyLess than Significantimpact)

5 Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage points.
7 Metropolitan Transportation Commissiofransit Priority Area (2017).Accessed December 20, 2021.
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.htm|?id=370de9dc4d65402d992a768efSac
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4.2 AGRICULTUR E AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

421 Environmental Setting

4.2.1.1 Reguktory Framework
State

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

The California Department of Conservationds Far
assesses the location, quality, and quantity of agricultural land and conversion of these lands over

time. Agricultural land is rated according to soil quality amigiation status. The best quality land is

identified asPrime Farmland. In CEQA analyses, the FMMP classifications and published county

maps are used, in part, to identify whether agricultural resources that could be affected are present
on-site or in theproject ared.

California Land Conservation Act

The California Land Conservation Act (Williamson Act) enables local governments to enter into
contracts with private landowners to restrict parcels of land to agricultural or related open space uses.
In return, landowners receive lower property tax assessments. In CEQA analyses, identification of
properties that are under a Williamson Act contract is used to also identify sites that may contain
agricultural resources or are zoned for agricultural tises.

Fire and Resource Assessment Program

The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protec®hL( FIRE) identifies forest land,

timberland, and lands zoned for timberland production that can (or do) support forestry réources.
Programssuch&BALFIREG s Fi re and Resource Assessment Pr o
whether forest land, timberland, or timberland production areas that codfgtted are located on

or adjacent to a project sité.

4.2.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is classified &rban and BuittUp Land on the California Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Progréine project site is developed with a
vacant office building, a surface parking lot, and landscafihg.project sités zonedasOG i

8California Department of Conservat i oAccesséiNowembetl8nd Mapopi
2021.http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/PagesAr@spx

°California Department of ht@6wws.eonseraation.camov/diipMa | | i amson Act
0 Forestlandis land that can support 10 percent native tree cover and allows for maerage forest resources

(California Public Resources Code Section 12220{gimperlandis land not owned by the federal government or

designated as experimental forest land that is availablarfdrcapable of, growing trees to produce lumber and

otherproducts including Chrigmas trees (California Public Resources Code Section 45267iaerland

Productionis land used fogrowing and harvesting timband compatible usg¢&overnment Code Section

51104(q)).

nCcalifornia Department of Forestry and FiAceass&®lrotecti on.
November 10, 202http://frap.fire.ca.gov/
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General Gfice does not contain agricultural resources or timberland resources and is not under an
existing Williamson Act contract

4.2.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially L.es.st.han Lessthan
o Significant -
Significant . L Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:
1) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, ] ] ] X
Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepare!
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to nagricultural use?

2) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural ] ] ] =
use, or a Williamson Act contract?
3) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause ] ] ] X

rezoning of, forest land (asfiteed in Public
Resources CodeeStion 12220(qg)), timberlan
(as déined by Public Resources CodecHon
4526), or timberlad zoned Timberland
Production(as defined by Government Code
Section 51104(qg))?

4) Resultin a loss of forest land or conversion ] ] ] X
forest land to noifiorest use?
5) Involve other changes in the existing ] ] L] X

environment which, due to their location or
nature, couldasult in conversion of Farmlant
to nonagricultural use or conversion of fores
land to norforest use?

Impact AG-1: The project wouldot convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland ofStatewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared purs
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to nagricultural use(No Impact)

The project site is not listed as agricultural land of any type and is not identified as farmland. The site
is fully developed, and the proposed project would not convert any agricultural land to a non
agricultural use. Therefore, the proposed project vbalve no impact on Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agé&wympact)

12 County of Santa Clara. Williamson Act Properties Geodatabase. Acdésgethber 112021.
https://sccplanning.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=1f39e32b4c0644b0915354c3e59778ce
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Impact AG-2: The project woulahot conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract(No Impact)

The project site isurrentlyzonedOGi General Office and proposes to be rezoned to Planned
DevelopmentThe existing zoning does not include agricultwse and the project site is not under a
Williamson Act contract. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with an existing
agricultural use or Williamson Act contra¢io Impact)

Impact AG-3: The project wouldot conflict with existing zonig for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Produgtiam
Impact)

The project site igonedOG1 General Office andvould be rezoned to Planned Developméiite
existing zoning does not includerestland timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production.
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict watid zoned for timberland or forestland.

Impact AG-4: The project wouldhot resultin a loss of forest land or conversion of fdres
land to norforest use(No Impact)

The project siteloes not contain forestland aischot listed as forest land of any type. The site is
fully developedand the proposed project would not convert this area to-fonest use. Therefore,
the propose project would have no impact on forest land and would not result in the loss of this
resource(No Impact)

Impact AG-5: The project woulahotinvolve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could resuttonversion of Farmland,
to nonragricultural use or conversion of forest land to-fanest use(Less
than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

The project site is in a fully urbanized area with no agricultural areas nearby. The proposetd proj
would not result in the conversion of agricultural or forest land surrounding the projectto non
agricultural or nonforest uses. Therefore, the project would have no impact on surrounding
agricultural or forest resourcg®o Impact)
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4.3 AIR QUALITY

The following discussion is based, in part, on an Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment
prepared for the project by lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc., dakéay 20223, A copy of this report is
included inAppendixA of this Initial Study.

431 Environmental Setting

4.3.1.1 Background Information
Criteria Pollutants

Air quality in the Bay Area is assesdegised orsix air pollutants (referred to as criteria lptdnts),
including groundevel ozone (@), nitrogen oxides (N§), particulate matter (PM), carbon monoxide
(CO), sulfur oxides (S9), and lead? Criteria pollutants are regulated because they result in health
effects.An overview of the sources of cnita pollutants and their associated heelfiectsare
summarized iMable4.3-1. The most commonly regulated criteria pollutants are discussed below.

Table 4.3-1: Health Effects of Air Pollutants
Pollutants Sources Primary Effects
1 Aggravation of respiratory and

Ozone O3) A'Fmos.pheric rea.lctior.] of organic gase: cardiovascular diseases

with nitrogen oxides in sunlight 9 Irritation of eyes

1 Cardiopulmonary function impairmen

Nitrogen Motor vehicle exhaust, high . 1 Aggravation of respiratory iliness
Dioxide (NO) temperatur_e statlo_nary comlbios, §  Reduced visibility

atmospheric reactions
Fine 1 Reduced lung function, especially in
Particulate Stationary combustion of solid fuels, children
Matter (PMs) | construction activities, industrial 1 Aggravation ofrespiratory and
and Coarse | processes, atmospheric chemical cardiorespiratory diseases
Particulate reactions 1 Increased cough and chest discomfo
Matter (PMo) 1 Reduced visibility

Cars and trucks, especially diesel
Toxic Air fueled; industrial sources, such as 1 Cancgr L
Contaminants | chrome platers; dry cleaners and serv T Chronic gye, lung, or sk|mr|t§t|on
(TACs) stations; builing materials and T N.eurolog|ca| and reproductive

products disorders

B The project description and land uses assessed in the air quality analysis are based on an older design of the
project. The current proje design includes fewer residential units, more parking spaces, and an increase in total
square footage of approximately 4,000 square feet. These changes would have a negligible impact on the emission
and risk analysis. The impact findings in the air gualnalysis would be unaffected by the changes in the project
design.

14 The area has attained both state and federal ambient air quality standards for CO. The project does not include
substantial nevemissions osulfur dioxide or lead. These criteria pollutants are not discussed further.
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High Oz levels are caused by the cumulative emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG).and NO
These precursor pollutants react under certateorological conditions to form highs @vels.
Controlling the emissions of these precursor
reduce Qlevels. The highest £evels in the Bay Area occur in the eastern and southern inland
valleys that are downwind of air pollutant sources.

PM is a problematic air pollutant of the Bay Area. PM is assessed and measured in terms of
respirable particulate matter or particlest thave a diameter of 10 micrometers or less (fp&hd
fine particulate matter where particles have a diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less Eé&Vated
concentrations of PMand PM s are the result of both regiemide emissions and localized
emissiors.

Toxic Air Contaminants

Toxic air contaminantsTACs) are a broad class of compounds known to have health effects. They
include but are not limited to criteria pollutants. TACs are found in ambient air, especially in urban
areas, and are caused by industry, agriculture, diesel fuel combustion, and conuperat&ins

(e.g., dry cleaners). TACs are typically found in low concentrations, even near their source (e.g.,
diesel particulate matter [DPM] near a freeway).

Diesel exhaust is the predominant TAC in urban air and is estimated to represent abautthees

of the cancer risk from TACs. Diesel exhaust is a complex mixture of gases, vapors, and fine
particles. Mediumand heawyduty diesel trucks represent the bulk of DPM emissions from

California highways. The majority of DPM is small enough to balidhinto the lungs. Most

inhaled patrticles are subsequently exhaled, but some deposit on the lung surface or are deposited in
the deepest regions of the lungs (most susceptible to ifju@y)emicals in diesel exhaust, such as
benzene and formaldehydeve been previously identified as TACs by the California Air Resources
Board (CARB).

Sensitive Receptors

Some groups of people are more affected by air pollution than others. CARB has identified the
following persons who are most likely to be affectedalmypollution: children under 16, the elderly

over 65, athletes, and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. These groups are
classified as sensitive receptors. Locations that may contain a high concentration of these sensitive
populaton groups include residential areas, hospitals, daycare facilities, elder care facilities, and
elementary schools.

4.3.1.2 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State
Clean Air Act

At the federal level, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issésp for
overseeing implementation of the Clean Air Act and its subsequent amendhientsderal Clean

BCalifornia Ai rOvedesvoDiesecEaxhmustBindaHealtdccedsed December 9, 2021.
https://ww?2.arb.ca.gov/resources/overvidigsetexhaustandhealth
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Air Act requires the EPA to set national ambient air quality standards for the six common criteria
pollutants (discussed previously), including R®4, CO, SQ, NG, and lead.

CARB is the state agency that regulates mobile sources throughout the state and oversees
implementation of the state air quality laws and regulations, including the California Clean Air Act.
The EPA and the CARB have adoptedognt air quality standards establishing permissible levels
of these pollutants to protect public health and the climate. Violations of ambient air quality
standards are based on air pollutant monitoring data and are determined for each air pollutant.
Attainment status for a pollutant means that a given air district meets the standard set by the EPA
and/or CARB.

Risk Reduction Plan

To address the issue of diesel emissions in the state, CARB developed the Risk Reduction Plan to
Reduce Particulate Matter Esgions from DieseFueled Engines and Vehiclés.addition to

requiring more stringent emission standards for nesoan and ofroad mobile sources and

stationary diesefueled engines to reduce particulate matter emissions by 90 percent, the plan
involves application of emission control strategies to existing diesel vehicles and equipment to
reduce DPM (in additional to other pollutants). Implementation of this plan, in conjunction with
stringent federal and CARBdopted emission limits for diesel fedlvehicles and equipment

(including offroad equipment), will significantly reduce emissions of DPM ang.NO

Regionaland Local

2017 Clean Air Plan

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the agency primarily responsible for
assuring thiathe federal and state ambient air quality standards are maintained in the San Francisco
Bay Area. Regional air quality management districts, such as BAAQMD, must prepare air quality
plans specifying how state and federal air quality standards willhe M@ AAQMDO&s most r ec
adopted plan is the Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan (2017 CAP). The 2017 CAP focuses on two
related BAAQMD goals: protecting public health and protecting the climate. To protect public
health, the 2017 CAP describes how BAAQMD wilhtiaue its progress toward attaining state and
federal air quality standards and eliminating health risk disparities from exposure to air pollution
among Bay Area communities. To protect the climate, the 2017 CAP includes control measures
designed to redecemissions of methane and other sygreenhouse gases (GHGSs) that are potent
climate pollutants in the ned&erm, and to decrease emissions of carbon dioxide by reducing fossil
fuel combustiort®

CEQA Air Quality Guidelines

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines are intended to serve as a guide for those who prepare
or evaluate air quality impact analyses for projects and plans in the San Francisco Bay Area.
Jurisdictions in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin utilize tfeskiolds and methodology for
assessing air quality impacts developed by BAAQMD within their CEQA Air Quality Guidelines.

18 BAAQMD. Final 2017 Clean Air PlanApril 19, 2017. Accessed December 22, 2021.
http://www.baagmd.gov/plarandclimate/airquality-plans/currenplans
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The guidelines include information on legal requirements, BAAQMD rules, methods of analyzing
impacts, and recommended mitigation measur

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The City of Santa Clara 2042035 General Plan includes goals, policies, and actions to reduce air
pollutants and exposure to TACs. The following goals, policies, and actions are applicable to the
proposed project:

Policies Description
5.10.2P2 Encourage development patterns that reduce vehicle miles traveled and air pollu
5.10.2P3 Encourage implementation of technological advances that minimize public healtf

hazards and reduce the generation of air pollutants.
5.10.2P6 Require fABest Management Practicesbo

5.10.5P34 Implement minimum setbacks 0B feet from roadways with average daily trips of
100,000 or more and 100 feet from railroad tracks for new residential or other us
with sensitive receptors, unless a projgeecific study identifies measures, such as
design, tiered landscapingr §iltration systems, and window design, to reduce
exposure, demonstrating that the potential risks can be reduced to acceptable le

4.3.1.3 Existing Conditions
Climate and Topography

Topography can restrict horizontal dilution and mixingoollutants by creating a barrier to air
movement. The South Bay has significant terrain features that affect air quality. The Santa Cruz
Mountains and Diablo Range on either side of the South Bay restrict horizontal dilution, and this
alignment of the teain also channels winds from the north to south, carrying pollution from the
northern Peninsula toward Santa Clara.

The combined effects of moderate ventilation, frequent inversions that restrict vertical dilution and
terrain that restricts horizontal dilon give Santa Clara a relatively high atmospheric potential for
pollution compared to other parts of the San Francisco Bay Air Basin and provide a high potential for
transport of pollutants to the east and south.

Existing Air Pollutant Levels

BAAQMD monitors air pollution at various sites within the Bay Aréhe nearesbfficial

monitoring statn to the City of Santa Clara is located at 158 East Jackson Street in San Joseé,
approximately five miles southeast of the dRellutant monitoring results fahe year2017to 2019
(the most current data available) at the San José miogitstation are showin Table 4.32.

Civic Centeramily HousingProject 27 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June2022



Table 4.3-2: Ambient Air Quality Standards Violations and Highest
Concentrations
Days Exceeding Standard
Pollutant Standard
2017 2018 2019
San Jog Station
State thour 6 2 6
Ozone(03)
Federal 8hour 6 3 9
Carbon Monoxide Federal 8hour 0 0 0
(CO) State 8hour 0 0 0
Nitrogen Dioxide | State thour 1 0 0
(NO2) Federall-hour 0 0 0
Fine Particulate | Federal 24our 0 1 0
Matter (PMio) State 24hour 6 6 5
Coarse Particulat
Matter PM..s) Federal 24hour 18 18 1
Source: BAAQMD. Air Pollution Summaries (2042019). Available athttp://www.baagmd.gov/aboatir-
quality/airquality-summaries

The Bay Areaas a wholedoes not meet state or federal ambient air quality standards for ground
level OzandPM: 5, nor does it meedtate standards féMi0. The Bay Area is considered in
attainment or unclassified for all other pollutants.

Local Community Risks/Toxic Air Contaminants

The project area includes both mobile and TAC sources. The primary mobile TAC sources within
1,000 feet of the site include emissions from vehicles travelling &bGgmino Reato thesouth
andScott Boulevardo thewest BAAMQD-permitted stationary TAC sources within 1,000 faet
International Auto Center, City Hall generators, and an ARCO gas facility (see a further description
of these sources in Section 4.21, Mandatory Findings of Signifi¢ance.

Sensitive Recepts

The closest sensitive receptors to pin@ject site are in the singfamily residences adjacent to the

project 6s welhereare additibnalwesideacesyto the northwest, southwest, east, and

southwithin 1,000 feet of the project site

Odors

Common sources of odors and odor complaints include wastewater treatment plants, transfer stations,

" BAAQMD also lists Underwriters Laboratories as a permitted stationary TAC source within 1,000 feet of the
project site. This facility, however, no longer exists and has been replaced by housing
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coffee roasters, painting/coating operations, and landgiigmificant sources of offending odors are
typically identified based on complaint historreseived and compiled by BAAQMDOypical large
sources of odors that result in complaints are wastewater treatment facilities, landfills including
composting operations, food processing facilities, and chemical plthesr sources, such as
restaurants,gnt or body shops, and coffee roasters typically result in localized sources of odors
The project site is in eesidential commercial and publiéquastpublic area and is not surrounded by
facilities that produce substantial odors.

4.3.2 Impact Discussion
. Lessthan
gi(;tr?irf]itcliz .Sign'if.icar?t SngfllsftIZZ:t No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of ] ] X L]
the applicable air quality plan?
2) Result in a cumulatively considerable net ] ] X ]
increase of any criteria pollutant for which tr
project region is no@ttainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air qualit
standard?
3) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ] X ] ]
pollutant concentrations?
4) Result inotheremissions (such dkose ] ] X ]

leading toodors) adversely affecting a
substantiahumber of people?

Note:Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the determinations.

4.3.2.1 Thresholds of Significance
Impacts from the Project

As discussed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b), the determination of whether a project may
have a significant effect on the environment calls for judgment on the part of the lead agency and
must be baskto the extent possible on scientific and factual data Cityeof Santa Clarhas
considered the air quality thresholds updated by BAAQMD in May 2017 and regards these
thresholds to be based on the best information available for the San Francisce8ayrAasin

and conservative in terms of the assessment of health effects associated with TACs afdth®M
BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality thresholds used in this analysis are identifieGable 4.33.
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Table 4.3-3: BAAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Construction

Operation Thresholds

Thresholds
Pollutant AvEera_ge_ Daily Average Daily Annual Average
MISSIoNS Emissions Emissions (tons/year)
(pounds/day) (pounds/day)
Criteria Air Pollutants
ROG, NG 54 54 10
PMio 82 (exhaust) 82 15
PM2s 54 (exhaust) 54 10
Cco Not Applicable 9.0 ppm (eighthour) or 20.0 ppm (orkour)

Fugitive Dust

DustControl
Measures/Best
Management Practice

Not Applicable

Health Risks and Hazards for New Sources (within a 1,00f@ot Zone of Influence)

Health Hazard

Single Source

Combined Cumulative Sources

Excess Cancer Risk

10 per one million

100per onanillion

Hazard Index

1.0

10.0

Incremental Annual Pk

0.3 pg/n?

0. 8 S3fagefage)

Friant Ranch Case

In a 2018 decisionSjerra Club v. County of Freshdhe Supreme Court of California determined

t hat
basin

CEQA
mu st

requires
be disc

t hat
| osed

t he
when a

potenti al

p exae¢d @pplicdble

for

t he

thresholds and contribute considerably to a significant cumulative impact. State and federal ambient
air quality standards are healthsed standards and exceedances of those standards result in
continued unhealthy levels of air pollutanAs stated in the BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality

Guidelines, air pollution by its nature is largely a cumulative impact. No single project is sufficient in

size to

resul t i n

nonatt ai

nment

of

ambi

ent

ai

emissons contribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts. In developing
thresholds of significance for air pollutants, BAAQMD considered the emission levels for which a

projectds

i ndi vi

dual

significant impact for criteria air pollutants, it is assumed not to have an adverse health effect with
respect to those pollutants.
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Impact AIR-1: The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan. (Less than Significant Impact)

2017BAAQMD Clean Air Plan

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines set forth criteria for determining consistency with the
Clean Air Plan. In genera project is considered consistent if, a) the plan supports the primary goals
of the Clean Air Plan; b) includes relevant control measures; and c) does not interfere with
implementation of @P control measured.he project supports the goals of the 2BBAQMD

CAP of protecting public health and protecting the climate and is consisterBAAQMD CAP
transportation, building, natural and working lands, and water control meagures

1 Implementing mitigation/avoidance measures to reduce criteria airguliemissions during
construction,

1 Complying with applicable regulations that would result in energy and water efficiency
including Title 24 and the California Green Building Standards Code,

1 Planting new trees in accordance with General Plan Policy-BID%o reduce the urban heat
island effect, and

T Complying with the Cityds construction debri
requirements to reduce the amount of waste in landfills.

The project as proposed would not disrupt or hinderrttpdeimentation of applicable control
measures.

Regional Criteria Pollutants

As discussed previously in Sectidr.1.3 theBay Area is considered a nattainment area for
groundlevel & and PM s under both the federal Clean Air Act and the Califo@iean Air Act.

The area is also consideredbe innon-attainment for Pib under the California Clean Air Act. As
part of an effort to attain and maintain ambient air quality standards; famdDPMo, BAAQMD has
established thresholds of significance tfegse air pollutants and their precursors. These thresholds
are for Q precursor pollutants (ROG and NOPM:o, and PM s and apply to both construction
period and operational period impacts

Construction Period Emissioin<Criteria Pollutants

The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) was used to estimate annual emissions for
onsite and offsite construction dwities. Onsite activities are primarily made up of construction
equipment emissions, while edfte activity includes worker, hauling, and vendor traffice TTARB
Emission Fadors2021(EMFAC2®1) model wasalsoused to predict emissions from constioict

traffic that includes worker and truck tripehe proposed projegtould have a construction duration

of approximatelyl8 monthsand it is anticipated that construction would begin in September 2023 at
the earliest. The project land use types and sizkiding 110 midrise apartment units, 43 enclosed
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parking spaces and 29 surface parking spSas] anticipated construction schedule, were input to

CalEEMod.Table 4.34 below shows the average daily construction emissions of RO, RI@
exhaustand PM s exhaust during construction of the project.

Table 4.3-4: Construction Period Emissions
vear ROG NOx Estl:gﬁst Ezrlz/lazﬁsst
Construction Emissions Per Year (Tons)
2023 0.06 0.58 0.03 0.02
2024and2025 0.91 1.02 0.05 0.04
Average Daily Construction Emissions Per Year (pounds/day)
2023 (87 construction workdays) 1.42 13.35 0.60 0.53
3\/(3)2&3255)025 (289 construction 6.29 706 033 0.29
BAAQMD Thresholds (pounds per day) | 54 Ibs./day| 54 Ibs./day| 82 Ibs./day | 54Ibs./day
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

As shown inTable 4.34 above, construction emissions for the proposed project would not exceed
BAAQMD thresholdsHowever, onstruction activities, particularly during site preparation and
grading, wouldemporarily generate fugitive dust in the form of Blsind PM . Sources of fugitive
dust would include disturbed soils at the construction site and trucks carrying uncovered loads of
soils. Unless properly controlled, vehicles leaving the site wouldsitapad on local streets, which
could be an additional source of airborne dust after it dries.

General Plan Policy 5.10R6 r equi res that fABest Management
construction dust abatement. Implementation of the BAAQMD best reareyg practices (BMPs)
listed below, wouldeducefugitive dustemissionggenerated by project construction.

Pr

Conditions of Approval: The following measures shall be implemented during all phases of
construction to control dust and exhaust at the prejezt

1 All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and unpaved
access roads) shall be watered two times per day.

1 All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose materiaditdfshall be covered.

1 All visible mud or dirt trackout onto adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet power
vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

1 All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour (mph).

8 The Air Quality analysis was based on the original project proposdl0ddartment units, 43 enclosed parking
spaces, and 29 surface parking spatks.project has since been revised to reduce the number of apartments to
108. The parking count haacrease to 8and the overall size of the building has increased by approximately 4,000
square feetThe reduction ofwo unitsandtheincrease of 10 parking spacasd additional square footagees not

alter the conclusions of the Air Quality repo
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1 All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as possible.
Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are

used.

1 Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipmdinivben not in use or reducing

the maximum idling time to five minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics

control measure Title 13, Section 2485 of the California Code of Regulations [CCR]). Clear

signage shall be provided for construction varekat all access points.
1 All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with
manufacturero6s specifications. Al

determined to be running in proper condition priorperation.

1 Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number of thsitenprojectsuperintendent to
contact regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action
within 48 hours. The Air eDisibldtoeansure éomplignbeo n e

with applicable regulations.

equi pment

The project, with the implementation of the above BMPs, wenklre thatugitive dust emissions
remain ata less than significant level by controlling dust and exhaust, limiting exposedrmies,

and reducing PM and PM sexhaust emissions from construction equipment. The project would,

therefore, not result in a significant criteria air pollutant impact from construction emigdieas

Than Significant Impact)

Operational Perio&Emissions

Operational air emissions from the project would be generated primarily from autos driven by future
residents. Evaporative emissions from architectural coatings and maintenance products (classified as
consumer products) are typical emissions ftbese types of uses. CalEEMod was used to estimate

emissions from operation of the proposed project assuming fullbuildThe earliest year of full
operation would be 202§iven construction would start in SeptemB6R3. Emissions associated

with build-out later than 2026 would be lower due to new emission control technology requirements
being phaseth over time.Table 4.35 summarizes the calculated project operational emissions.

Table 4.3-5: Operational Period Emissions
Scenario ROG NOx PM1o PM2s
2026 Project Operational Emissions (tons/ye 0.85 0.2 044 0.12
BAAQMD Thresholds (tons/year) 10 tons 10 tons 15 tons 10 tons
Exceed Thresholds? No No No No
2026 Project Operational Emissions (Ibs./da 4.66 122 2.43 0.64
BAAQMD Thresholds (Ibs./day) 54 Ibs. 54 Ibs. 82 Ibs. 54 Ibs.
Exceed Thresholds? No No No No
1Assumes 36%lay operation
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As shown inTable 4.35, above, the operational period emissions would not exceed the BAAQMD
significance thresholds. Therefore, the project would not result in a significant operational criteria
pollutants impact(Less than Significant Impact)

Impact AIR-2: The project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard(Less
than Significant Impact)

As discussed under ImpactAIR, t he proposed projectds construc
pollutant emissions would not exceed the BAAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the project

would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increasatefiarpollutants for which the

region is in nomttainment(Less than Significant Impact)

Impact AIR-3: As mitigated, the project would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations (Less than Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)

The project would introduce new sources of TACs during construction (t®teoconstruction and

truck hauling emissions) and operation (i.e. mobile sources). Project impacts to sensitive receptors
were addressed for temporagnstruction activities and lortgrm operational conditions. There are
also several sources of existing TACs and localized air pollutants in the project vicinity. The impacts
of the existing sources of TACs were also assessed as part of a cumulaifivadidition to the

pr oj ect greferto Septimrcdt2s, Mandatory Findings$ discussed in Section 4.3,

sensitive receptors withith,000 feet of the siteclude existing adjacent residences to the west of the
site and other existing residenceghe northwest, southwest, east, and south of the project site.

Operational Community Risk Impacts

Stationary equipment that could emit substantial TACs (e.g., emergency generators) are not proposed
for this project. Operation of the project would héweg-term emissions from mobile sources (i.e.,

vehicle traffic). Per BAAQMD recommended risks and methodology, a road with less than 10,000
total vehicles per day is considered aiowpact source of TACY This project would generate
approximately389 ne daily vehicle trips dispersed on the roadway system with a majority of the

trips being from lightduty vehicles (i.e., passenger automobiles). Thigisbelow thelow-impact

threshold of 10,000 daily vehiclésTherefore, emissions from project tiaffivould be negligible
andwerenot further evaluatedLess than Significant Impact)

19 Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2012, Recommended Methods for Screening and Modeling Local
Risks and Hazards, Version 3.0. May. Web: https://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/files/plamairesearch/
cega/riskmodelingapproackhmay-2012.pdf?la=en

20The Air Quality/GHG Assessment assumed the project would generate 586 net daily trips. Therefore, the air
quality analysis provides a conservative analysis of daily trips generated by the project.
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Construction Community Risk Impacts

Community risk impacts were addressed by predicting increased cancer risk, the increase in annual
PMz s concentrations and computitige Hazard Index (HI) for necancer health risks. Construction
equipment and associated healty truck traffic generates diesel exhaust, which is a known TAC.
CalEEMod and EMFAC2021 were used to calculate the estimated construction emissions and
disperson modeling was used to predict how the construction TACs wafiddt the various

sensitive receptor locations. The maximally exposed individual (MEI) for totakBdhcentration

was determined to be located on the first floor of the sifagiely resdence adjacent to the west of

the project site and the MEI for cancer risk was determined to be located on the first floor of the
singlefamily residence adjacent to the north of theoBbncentration MEI (se€able 4.36).

Impacts at other sensitive receptor locations in the project vicinity would be less than those at the
MEI locations. While it is expected that a range of infant through adult exposures would occur at all
residences, infant exposure was assumed in tloelmg toprovidea conservativanalysis.Table

4.3-6 summarizes the project construction community risk impacts at trestefEl.

Table 4.3-6: Construction Community Risk Impacts at the Off-Site MEIls

icld 1
Source Cancer Risk'(per | Annual P:',,VIZ'S Hazard Index
million) (eg)m
Project " .
Construction Unmitigated 23.70 (infant) 0.36 0.02
BAAQMD Single-Source Threshold 10 0.3 1.0
Exceed "
Threshold? Unmitigated Yes Yes No

Notes:*Maximum camer risk and PMs concentration occur at different MEIs (deigure 4.31).
2Construction equipment with Tier 4 engines and BMPs as mitigation measur\seiR 1.1)

As shown inTable 4.36, project construction would exceed the BAAQMD singteirce threshold
for carcer risk and annual PM emissions. This would be a significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: The project shall be required to implement the following mitigation measures
to reduce project construction community health risk impacts to a less tharcaigriiével.

MM AIR -1.1: All construction equipment larger than 25 horsepower used at the site for
more than two continuous days or 20 hours total shall meet U.S. EPA Tier 4
emission standards for particulate matter (PM) {Fand PM ). If use of
Tier 4 equipment is not available, alternatively use equipment that meets U.S.
EPA emission standards for Tier 2 or 3 engines and include particulate matter
emissions control equivalent to California Air Resources Board (CARB)

Level 3 verifiable diesel erssion control devices that altogether achieve a 60
percent reduction in particulate matter exhaust in comparison to uncontrolled
equipment; alternatively (or in combinationgeuof electrical or nediesel

fueled equipment.

Civic CenterFamily HousingProject 35 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June2022






With implementation ofitigation measuréMAIR-1 . 1, t he projectds cancer
PM s concentrations would be reduced to 5.99 per million and€.d %, raspectivelyThe HI would

be reduced to below 0.0Asaresult t he projectodés construction ri sk
BAAQMD single-source thresholds and would have a less than significant impact with mitigation.

(Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

Impact AIR-4: The project would not result in other emissions (such athose leading to
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of peopléLess than
Significant Impact)

The project would generate localized emissions of diesel exhaust from ctinstequipment and

truck activity during project construction The odor of these emissions may be noticeable from time to
time by adjacent receptors; however, the odors would be temporary and are not likely to affect people
off-site.As is typical of residntial land uses, operation of the site would not generate odor
emissions(Less than Significant Impact)

433 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@&Cal.

4™ 369 (BIA v. BAAQMD) effects of the environment on the project are not considered CEQA
impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposes only because the City of
Santa Clarand BAAQMD have policies(includingthosethat address exisgnair quality conditions
affecting a proposed projéct

The policies of the Santa Clara 262035 General Plan have been adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating environmental effects resulting from planned development within the City.
Theproject would comply with the following policy to reduce TA@issionseffects on future
residents oproject:

1 5.10.5P34:Implement minimum setbacks of 500 feet from roadways with average daily
trips of 100,000 or more and 100 feet from railroad tracks for new residential or other uses
with sensitive receptors, l@ss a projeespecific study identifies measures, such as site
design, tiered landscaping, air filtration systems, and window design, to reduce exposure,
demonstrating that the potential risks can be reduced to acceptable levels.

The projecsite is locéed 1.7 miles south of the nearest highway/roadway with 100,000 average
daily trips (ADT) or more (i.e., U.S. 101) and 0.5 miles (2,700 feet) south of the nearest railroad. The
projed would, therefore, be consistent with the abpgkcy.

On-Site Commurity Health Risk Assessment

A health risk assessment was completed to assess the impact existing TAC sources would have on
the new proposed sensitive receptors (residents) that the project would introduce. The same TAC
sources identified under Impact AlRwere used in this health risk assessment. It was assumed that
the first year of project operation would be 2026. Thus, traffic estimates for the year 2026 were
applied to EI Camino Real and Scott Boulevard. Health impacts for later years would be l&ss than
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2026 due to the implementation of new emissieducing technologieJ.able 4.37 summarizes the
health risk impacts to future sensitive receptorsite

Table 4.3-7: Impacts from Existing TAC Sources to Project Site Receptors
Source Cancer Risk Annual F;MZ'S Hazard Index
(per million) (eg)m
El Camino Real, ADT 27,127 0.87 0.07 <0.01
Scott Boulevard, ADT 22,361 0.26 0.03 <0.01
Underwriters Laboratories, Inc. (Facility
ID #2896), MEI at 0 fegt 0.01 <0.01 0.02
International AutdCenter, Inc. (Facility B B <0.01
ID #11294), MEI at 1,000+ feet '
City of Santa Clara Generator (Facility
ID #16266), MEI at 530 feet 0.63 <0.01 <0.01
ARCO Gas Station (Facility ID
#111625), MEI at 960 feet 0.24 >0.3 <0.01
BAAQMD Single-Source Threshold >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No
Cumulative Total 2.01 <0.13 <0.07
BAAQMD Cumulative Source >100 ~0.8 ~10.0
Threshold
Exceed Threshold? No No No

As shown, the maximum cancer risk, and annuaj £ddncentrations, and HI from the nearby
sources do not exceed their singtaurce or cumulativeource thresholds at the project sitel
would comply withBAAQMD policies.

2While this facility no |l onger exists, it is still in
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The following discussion is based an arborist repomprepared by HortScieng¢®artlett
Consulting, datetlarch6, 202. A copy of the assessment report is included as Appéhdix

441 Environmental Setting

4.4.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

Endangere®pecies Act

Individual plant and animal species listed as rare, threateneddangered under state and federal
Endangered Species Acts are considered sp&eaitals species. Federal and state endangered species
legislation has provided the United Statgsh and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the California

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) with a mechanism for conserving and protecting plant and
animal species of limited distribution and/or low or declining populations. Permits may be required

from the USFWS and CDFW if activities associated with a proposed project would result in the take

of a species |isted as threatened or endangered
California, 1is @At o huntaftempttohwt) prsuecach cdptore capt ur e
k i théseéspecies. Take is more broadly defined by the federal Endangered Species Act to include

harm of a listed species.

In addition to species listed under state and federal Endangered Species Aciss 88880(b) and

(c) of the CEQA Guidelines provide that all potential rare or sensitive species, or habitats capable of
supporting rare species, must be considered as part of the environmental review process. These may
include plant species listed by t@alifornia Native Plant Society and CDFNSted Species of

Special Concern.

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) prohibits killing, capture, possession, or tfade
migratory birds except in accordance with regulatioesgribed by the Secretary of the Interior.
Hunting and poaching are also prohibited. The taking and killing of birds resulting from an activity is
not prohibited by thBTA when the underlying purpose of that activity is not to take Bfrds.

Nesting birds are considered speatdtus species and are protected by the USFWS. The CDFW also
protects migratory and nesting birds under Califormsh Bnd Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5,

and 3800. The CDFW defines taking as causing abandonment and/or loss of reproductive efforts
through disturbance.

Sensitive HabitaReqgulatiors

Wetland and riparian habitats are considered sensitive habitatsCEQ#. They are also afforded
protection under applicable federal, state, and local regulations, and are generally subject to

2United States Depart ment -30060. TthéMigratory Bied TreatyrAct DdesNomo r an d u m
Prohibit Incidental Take 6 A c ¢ e s s re3d202D lettpse/wviwedoi.gov/sites/doi.qov/files/uploads/m

37050.pdf
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regulation by the bited States\rmy Corps of Engineers (USACE), Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB), CDFW, and/or theSFWS under provisions of the federal Clean Water Act (e.g.,
Sections 303, 304, 404) and State of California P@t®ogne Water Quality Control Act.

Fish and Game Code Section 1602

Streambeds and banks, as well as associated riparian habitat, are regulated by the CDFW per Section
1602 of the Fish and Game Code. Work within the bed or banks of a stream or the adjacent riparian
habitat requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement fronCDEW.

Local

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan includes policies that address the preservation of biological
resources during the planning horizon of the General Planfollowing goals, policies, and actions
are gplicable to the proposed project:

Policies Description

5.3.1:P10 Provide opportunities for increased landscaping and trees in the community, includi
requirements for new development to provide street trees and a minimum arloéfn
site replacement for trees removed as part of the proposal to help increaserteragbe
and minimize the heat island effect.

5.10.2P4 Protect all healthy cedars, redwoods, oaks, olives, bay laurel, and pepper trees of a
and all trees over 36 inches in circumference (approximately 11 inches or more in
diameter) asneasured from 48 inches above the ground surface.

4.4.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is located in a developed, urban area of the City of Santa Clara. Surrounding land use
consists ofSanta Clara By Hall to the easta churchio the northresidental developmentvest and
commercial developmend the southVegetation in the vicinity of the project site includes

landscaping consisting of grass, shrubs, and trees. Habitats in developed areas such as the project
area would include predominantly urbadapted birds and animals. There are no waterways,

wetlands, or other sensitive habitats located on or adjacent to the project site. The nearest waterways
areSan Tomas Aquin@reek, located approximatelyé mileswest of the project site, ar@aratoga

Creek, located approximately9 miles wesbf the project sité®

Mature trees (both native and npative) are valuable to the human environment as they reduce the
impacts of global climate change througf, absrption, reduce urban heat island effect, provide

nesting and foraging habitat for raptors and other migratory birds, and provide visual enhancement.
The goal of tPlaePolRy 3.190.#4is tGmateet mllehéalthy cedars, redwoods, oaks,
olives, bay laurel, and pepper trees of any size, and all trees over 36 indhasmnfierence

(approximately 11 inches or more in diameter) as measured from 48 inches above the ground surface.

2 Valley Water Santa Clara County Creekdap. Accesse®eaember3, 2021 https://data
valleywater.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/selatacounty-creeks/explore?location=37.355440%2C
121.964902%2C14.00
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Based on a tree survey completedr@bruary2020, tree speciesn-site casist ofsweetgum, African
fern pine,olive, andpurpleleaf plum. The tree survey identified 19 trees within the projectlStef
which areprotected trees per General Plan Policy 5-F311Table 4.41 identifies the species, size,
and condion of trees orsite. Figure 4.4. shows the location of trees-site.

Table 4.4-1: Tree Species on Project Site
Tree # Common Name Condition Diameter (inches)
132 Olive Poor 15
133 Olive Poor 25
134 Olive Fair 25
135 Sweetgum Poor 8
136 Sweetgum Poor 8
137 Sweetgum Poor 8
138 Olive Fair 30
139 Sweetgum Poor 7
140 Sweetgum Fair 8
141 Olive Fair 31
142 Purple leaf plum Fair 29
143 Olive Fair 23
144 African fern pine Fair 12
145 African fern pine Fair 9
146 Olive Fair 16
147 Olive Fair 31
148 Olive Fair 29
149 Olive Fair 31
150 Olive Fair 41
Note: Treesin bold indicate theyare City protected trees
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442 Impact Discussion

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Lessthan
Significant
with Mitigation

Incorporated

Lessthan
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either ]
directly or through habitat modifications, on

any species identified as a candidate, sensi

or special status species in local or regional

plans, policies, or regulations, or by the

California Department of Hisand Wildlife

(CDFW) or United StatesFish and Wildlife
Service(USFWSJP

Have a substantial adverse effect on any ]
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional

plans, policies, regulations, or by t6®FW

or USFWS

Have a substantial adverse effectstate or ]
federally protected wetlands (including, but

not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,

etc.) through direct removal, filling,

hydrological interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of ]
any native resident or migratory fish or

wildlife species or with established native

resident or migratory wildlife corridorsy

impede the use of natiweldlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ]
protecting biological resources, such as a tr
preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted L]
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other

approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

X

[

[

Impact BIO-1:

As mitigated, the project woulabt have a substantial adverse effect, either

directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, doy the CDFW or USFWSLess than Significant

Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

SpeciatStatus Species

As discussed in Section 4.4.1.2, the project site does not contain habitat suitable foistgeasial
plant and animal species. The projecind result in the redevelopment of an already urbanized area
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of the City of Santa Clara and would not result in the modification of any habitdbasgsecial
status specie#\s a result, development of the proposed project would not adversely affect any
canddate, sensitive, or speciafatus specieglLess than Significant Impact)

Nesting/Migratory Birds

Impacts to Birds During Construction

The trees and shrubs within and bordering the project site could provide nesting habitat for birds,
including migratoy birds or raptors. Nesting birds are among the species protected under the
provisions of the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 2800.
Construction activities osite during the nesting season (February to August) could nesbée

incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest abandonment. Disturbance that
results in abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort is considered a taking by the CDFW; any
loss of fertile eggs, nesting raptors, or aotndties resulting in nest abandonment would constitute a
significantimpact.

Mitigation Measure: In compliance with federal and state regulations@atbcol, the project
propossto implement the following mitigation measure, to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

MM BIO -1: Construction shall be scheduled to avoid the nesting season to the extent
feasible. The nesting season for most birds, including most raptors, in the San
Francisco Bay Area extends from February 1 through August 31.

If it is not possible to schedulemstruction and tree removal between
September and January, then-poastruction surveys for nesting birds shall
be completed by a qualified ornithologist to ensure that no nests shall be
disturbed during project implementation. This survey shall be cdetpi®
more than 14 days prior to the initiation of grading, tree removal, or other
demolition or construction activities during the early part of the breeding
season (February through April) and no more than 30 days prior to the
initiation of these activies during the late part of the breeding season (May
through August).

During this survey, the ornithologist shall inspect all tress and other possible
nesting habitats within and immediately adjacent to the construction area of
nests. If an active nes found sufficiently close to work areas to be disturbed
by construction, the ornithologist, in consultation with CDFW, shall
determine the extent of a constructioee buffer zone to be established
around the nest to ensure that nests of bird sppaxscted by the MBTA or
Fish and Game Code shall not be disturbed during project construction.

The project, with implementation of the above mitigation measure, would reduce impacts to nesting
birds (if present) by avoiding construction during nestiimg eason or completing po®nstruction
nesting bird surveys to minimize and/or avoid impacts to nesting flirelss than Significant with
Mitigation Incorporated)
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Impacts to Birds During Project Operation

The project site is surrounded by offig@venment facilities and commercial development. There
areno open space or wetland areas, where a substantial number of migratory birds are known to
occur, surrounding the project site. In addition, the project site is moradifanmile fromSan

Tomas Agiino Creek, which is channelized between San Tomas Expressway north and south lanes
and containso substantive riparian vegetation. The proposed design would be salife€i t y 6 s
Development Review Hearing process for architectural review, ingudid safe guidelines as
applicable. Therefore, the project would not result in significant bird strikes/colliglorss than
Significant Impact)

Impact BIO-2: The project wouldhot have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian ha
or other sesitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the CDFW or USFWISo Impact)

No riparian habitat or sensitive natural communities exist on or adjacent to thesstated in
Section 4.4.1.2, Existing Conditions, the nearest waterw@gnsTomas Aquino Creglocated
approximately0.6 mileswest of the project sité-or these reasons, the development of the project
would not have a substantial adverse effect gnriarian habitat or other sensitive natural
community.(No Impact)

Impact BIO -3: The project woulahot have a substantial adverse effect on state or federal
protected wetlands through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruptio
or othermeans(No Impact)

The project site does not contain, nor it is adjacent to, any wetlands. As a result, the project will not
affect any federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean WatBIoAct.
Impact)

Impact BIO -4: The projectwould not interferesubstantially with the movement of any nati
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sitegLess than Significantimpact)

The project site is surrounded by development, and there are no sensitive habitats or waterways on or
adjacent to the project site. Due to the highly developed nature of the project area, the project site
does not provide dispersal habitat fayanative resident migratory fish or wildlife species and does

not act as a substantial wildlife corridor. There are no identified wildlife nursery sites present on the
project site. For these reasons, the proposed project would have a less than signgeetron

migratory fish or wildlife species, wildlife corridors, and wildlife nursery sites. In addition, as

described under Impact B¥D, measures to mitigate impacts to nesting birds will be implemented if

they are identified omite during construatin. As a result, the project would not substantially

interfere with the movement of any native or migratory species, or the use of any nurseflyesites.

than Significant Impact)
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Impact BIO -5: The project woulahot conflictwith any localpolicies or ordinances protectir
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordirfaass
than Significant Impact)

Of thel9trees located csite, all would be removetb accommodate the construction of the new
multi-family developmentThe Santa Clara City Code, Section 12.35sstiv@rotect all trees

(native and nomative) planted or growing in the streets or public places of the City from removal
without a permit fom the City and prohibits the attaching of anything to a tree in the City, unless it is
necessary and proper to the growth and care of thdrraecordance with th€ity Code Section
12.35.090the project would be required to provide a minimum 2:laaghen{24-inch box) or 4:1
replacement ratio (:gallon)for removal ofthe existing trees.

Although19trees would be removed as part of the project, imcguti3 City-protected treeshe
project would be required to comply with the
overall loss of these trees would be less than signififlaess Than Significant Impact)

Impact BIO -6: The project woulahot conflictwith the provisons of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other appr
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plBio Impact)

The project site is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural@igmm
Plan, or other approved habitat conservation plan. The project, therefore, would not conflict with any
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation (enlmpact)
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4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

This section is based in part on a Cultural RessitdteratureReviewMemorandum prepareadr
the EI Camino Specific Plan area Alpion Environmentaln March 2020 Copies of the
memorandm ison file withthe City of Santa Clara, Community Development Department.

451 Environmental Setting

4.5.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federaland State

National Historic Preservation Act

Federal protection is legislated by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and the
Archaeological Resource Protection Act of 1979. These laws maintain processes for determination of
the effects on historical properties eligible for listinghe National Register of Historic Places

(NRHP). Section 106 of the NHPA and related regulations (36 Code of Federal Reg{zfiRhs

Part 800) constitute the primary federal regulatory framework guiding cultural resources
investigations and require caideration of effects on properties that are listed or eligible for listing in
the NRHP. Impacts to properties listed in the NRHP must be evaluated under CEQA.

California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register of Historical Resources KB is administered by the State Office of
Historic Preservation and encourages protection of resources of architectural, historical,
archeological, and cultural significance. The CRHR identifies historic resources for state and local
planning purposes araffords protections under CEQA. Under Public Resources Code Section
50241(c), a resource may be eligible for listing in the CRHR if it meets any of the NRHP dteria.

Historicalresources eligible for listing in the CRHR must meet the significantgiardescribed

previously and retain enough of their historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical
resources and to convey the reasons for their significance. A resource that has lost its historic
character or appearance may still hawv#icient integrity for the CRHR if it maintains the potential

to yield significant scientific or historical information or specific data.

The concept of integrity is essential to identifying the important physical characteristics of historical
resoures andthereforej n eval uating adverse changes to them
authenticity of a historical resourceds physica
that existed duringtheresowc e ' s p e r i o dThedocesssof determinirg antegrigare 0

similar for both the CRHR and NRHP and use the same seven variables or aspects to define integrity

that are used to evaluate a resource's eligibility for listing. These seven characteristics include 1)

location, 2) degjn, 3) setting, 4) materials, 5) workmanship, 6) feeling, and 7) association.

24CaliforniaOf f i ce of Historic Preservat i 8andCdiforia0fficedlii del i nes
Historic Preservation Technical Assistance Series@#6 Accessed August 31, 2020.
http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1069/files/technical%20assistance%20bulletin%206%202011%20update.pdf
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California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act

The California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act applies to both state and
private lands. The act requires that upon discovery of human remains, construction or excavation
activity must ceaseand theCountycoroner be notified.

Public Resources Code Sections 5097 and 5097.98

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines specifiexcedures to be used in the event of an
unexpected discovery of Native American human remains osfettmmal land. These procedures are
outlined in Public Resources Code Sections 5097 and 5097.98. These codes protect such remains
from disturbance, vandalin, and inadvertent destruction, establish procedures to be implemented if
Native American skeletal remains are discovered during construction of a project, and establish the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) as the authority to resolve dispgesiing

disposition of such remains.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, in the event of human remains discovery, no
further disturbance is allowed until toeunty coroner has made the necessary findings regarding the
origin and dispositin of the remains. If the remains are of a Native Americargdabety oroner

must notify the NAHC. The NAHC then notifies those persons most likely to be related to the Native
American remains. Theode section alsstipulates the procedures that thecaéeslants may follow

for treating or disposing of the remains and associated grave goods.

Local

Santa Clara General Plan

General Plan policieapplicable to cultural resourceglude but are not limited to, the following
listed below.

Policies Description

5.6.3P1 Require that new development avoid or reduce potential impacts to archaeological, paleontc
and cultural resources

5.6.3P4 Require that a qualified paleontologist/archaeologist monitor all grading and/or excavation if
is a potential to affect archeological or paleontological resources, including sites within 500 1
natural water courses and the Old Quad neighborhood

5.6.3P5 In the event that archeological/paleontological resources are discovered, require that work k
suspended until the significance of the find and recommended actions are determined by a
qualified archeologist/paleontologist

5.6.3P6 In theevent that human remains are discovered, work with the appropriate Native American
representative and follow the procedures set forth in State Law
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4.5.1.2 Existing Conditions
Historic Resources/Properties

The project site is developed with a vacant office building, a surface parking lot, and landscaping.
The project site was mostly undeveloped and used for agricultural purposes from the 1930s to the
late 1960sIn 1974, the existing office building was ctmgted.Based on General Plan Polisy. 6 . 1
PG, projects in the City are required to evaluate structures/potential resouvece&qears old to
determingheire | i gi bi | i t y offAcchitecturhallg or Bistdrigally Significast Properties.
Theexisting building orsite is approximately Zyears old (less than 50 years of age) ianbt of
historic age or of exceptional importandée office building has Mlission-style of architecture

which was common ithe 1970sThe buildingis not consideedeligible for listing under the CRHR,
NRHP,or the City of Santa Clara Historic Architecturally or Historically Significant Properties list.

The commercial, office, churchnd residential buildings that surround the site were constructed
from the laé 1960s to the early 1980s. The buildibgsical of the styles of these eras with a mix of
Mission-style, modern, and contemporaNeither the project site nor its surrounding properties are

l i sted on t hllgSighificangPdopertietiiss?t The neacest designated histdsiglding

is the Headetinman House on 1509 Warburton Avenue, approximately 0.2 miles north of the site.
Therefore, the site is not a historic property and there are no historic properties located adjacent to
the site.

Ar chaeologicalResources

The City of Santa Clara contains a large number otplenial archaeological sites that reflect many
thousands of years of Native American land use and residenegbruary 2020, eecords search of
the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) at the Northwest Information
Center (NWIC) at Sonoma State University was completed fqurihgosedEl Camino Specific Plan
area and areas within c@arter mile of the Spéic Plan areaThe Specific Plan area is cooged

of approximately 316 acres of properties that are located immediately adjacent to the segment of the
El Camino Real between Lafayette Street on the east and the City limits on the west. The cultural
resouces literatureeviewdid notstudythe project site as a part of tBpecific Plan area. However,
the project site is within the orguarter mile radius of the Specific Plan aifeat wasstudied,and
portionsof the Specific Plan areae immediatehadacent to the project site including commercial
properties south of Civic Center Drive and City Hall, east of Lincoln Street.

In the general Specific Plarea Native American archaeological sites have been recorded on the
wide valley terracewithin one-quartemile of major rivers and creeks, and along the edge of the
historic San Francisco Bagargins and marshlands. Often these resources have been buried by
alluvium or fill. After theestablishment of Mission Santa Clara in three successive locatiaingg
Americans also lived ne#éne surrounding areaShe NWIC records search indicated that 21
archaeological studies have been conducted withiSpleeific Plan areand 19 studies have been
conducted within @ne quartemile radius of theSpecificPlan areaThemajority of these studies

are surveys and reconnaissance studies with little subsurface testing.

25 City of Santa Clar&eneral Plan, Appendix 8.9.
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The NWIC repotedthree cultural resources within the Specific Plan area and 12 cultural resources
within a one quartemile radius of the Spétc Plan area. The resources within the -gumrter mile
radius of the Specific Plan area include 10 histera building® and two precolonial sites with
associated habitation debris and Native American burials. The two precolonial sites eachatontain
least one burial, habitation debris, and midden soils. Native Amearchaaeological sites have been
recorded in this area of Santa Clara, within a quarter mile of megrs and creeks; many of which
were buried by alluvium or fillThe nearest cr&do the project site is San Tomas Aquino Creek,
located 0.6 miles west of the site. Background resezriite area shows thdtie to past dynamic
geological processes, theoject arednolds moderate potential tmntain buried archaeological
deposits irHolocene Alluviallandforms.

45.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially L.es:.;t.han Lessthan
S Significant e
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ] ] ] X
significance of distorical resource pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Sectiohb064.5?

2) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ] X ] ]
significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant taCEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5?

3) Disturb any human remains, including those ] X ] ]
interred outsie ofdedicatedcemeteries?

Impact CUL-1:  The project wouldhot cause a substantial adverse change in the significar
of a historical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15(8.5
Impact)

The existing office building was constructed in 1974 and is not classified as a historic resource nor is
considerecligible to be listed on the CRHR, NRHP, or local register.

The buildings directly adjacent to the project site and in the immediateipaoga are not classified
as historic by the City of Santa Claxad are not listed on the CRHR or NRHRvelopment of the
project site would not physically damage or materially impair the integrity of any historic building.
Implementation of the propodgroject would, therefore, have no impact on any designated or
eligible historic structuregNo Impact)

The buildings directly adjacent to the project site and in the immediate project area are not classified
as historic by the City of Santa Clara ame aot currently eligible for inclusion on tigRHRasthey
are ofcommon architectural stylef the 1960s to 1980s erdone of the adjacent buildings are listed

26 The 10 historieera buildings identified in the Februa2®20 cultural resources literature search for areas within a
one quarter mile radius of the El Camino Precise Plan area are not located in the vicinity of the project site.
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on the Cityodos list of Archit e Develapmdntyptheor Hi st or

project sitewould not physically damage or materially impair the integrity of any historic building
Implementation of the proposed projeaiuld, thereforehave no impact on any designated
eligible historic structuregNo Impact)

Impact CUL-2:  As mitigated, he project wouldhotcause a substantial adverse change in t
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064 .5Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)

Based on the Februa®p20 cultural resources literature search completed fqrtposedcl

Camino Real Specific Plan area and-goarter mile vicinity, the project area has a low to moderate
sensitivity to contain historiera archaeological deposits potentially associaigdmissionrperiod
structures and those developed in the latéat®@l early 2century.There is a moderagotential for

the project area to contain peelonial buried archaeological deposits in Holocene Alluvial
landforms.Based on the findings frothe cultural resourcestudy, anddue tothe lack of extensive
subsurface studigs the immediate project arg@development of the project site could resul in
significant impacto unknown buried archaeological resources.

Mitigation Measures: Thefollowing mitigation measures would reduce impacts to subsurface
cultural resources from construction activities conducted within the Specific Plan area:

MM CUL -2.1: Prior to the issuance of any grading perm@itArchaeological Monitoring
Plan shall be developed, to the satisfaction of the Community Development
Director, and implemented to guide the project should any significant
archaeological deposits be uncovered during construction. The
Archaeological Monitong Plan shall provide detailed guidance for how
impact areas should be methodically excavated under the direct supervision
of a qualified archaeologist. A qualified archaeologist and a representative
from the local Native American community shall monittiritial ground
disturbing activities.

MM CUL -2.2: A gqualified archaeologist shall monitor the demolition of the building
foundations and any other below surface disturbances, such as but not limited
to, grading, excavatiorenching potholing for utiities, utility removal, and
addressing storm drain issues.

MM CUL -2.3: In the event that buried, or previously unrecognized archaeological deposits
or materials of any kind are inadvertently exposed during any construction
activity, work within 50 feebf the find shall cease until a qualified
archaeologisanda representative from the local Native American
communitycan assess the find and provide recommendations for further
treatment, if warranted. Preservation in place is the preferred treatment of a
archeological resource. When preservation in place of an archeological

27 City of Santa Clara2010-2035 General Plaf,able 8.91: Architecturally or Historically Significant Properties.
Updated 2014.
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resource is not feasible, data recovery, in accord with a data recovery plan
prepared and adopted by the City, is the appropriate mitigation. Construction
and potential impacts to tla@ea within a radius determined by the
archaeologist shall not recommence until the assessment is complete.

Implementation of the above mitigation measures would avoid and/or reduce significant impacts to
unknown buried archaeological resources to athess significant level by monitoring for resources
during demolition activitiesind following procedures farotect resources (if foundLess than
Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

Impact CUL-3:  The project wouldotdisturb any human meains, including those interred
outside of dedicated cemeteri@sess than Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)

Although there are no knowruman remainsn the siteredevelopment of the site could result in a
significant impact tainknown buriechuman remaindf the exposure or destruction thiese
resourcesvere to occur, it would be considered a significant impact

Mitigation Measure: The following projectspecific mitigation measures will be implemented
during construction tavoid significant impacts to unknowruman remains

MM CUL -3.1: In the event that human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or
recognized during groundisturbing activities or construction, all ground
disturbance work shall cease within 50 fefethe discovery, and the tribal
monitor shall immediately notify the constructisapervisor. The
construction supervisor shall ensure reasonable protection measures are taken
to protect the discovery from disturbance (Assembly Bill [AB] 2641) and
shall immediately notify the City and the Santa Clara County Medical
ExaminerCoroner (per California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5). If
the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner will notify
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAH@mediately. Once the
NAHC identifies the most likely descendants, the descendants will make
recommendations regarding proper burial, which will be implemented in
accordance with Section 15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines.

1 Reburial shall be conducted Wiih a cultural easemerib be
identified on the project plans, or on tribal or other lands that will not
be disturbed in the future.

1 Reburial of human remains shall be accomplished in compliance with
California Public Resources Code Secti6087.98(a) and (b).

With implementation of these measures, impacts to unknown human remains would be less than
significant.(Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)
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4.6 ENERGY

The following discussion is bas@dpartonthe Air Qualityand GHG Assessment and CalEEMod
results prepareby lllingworth & Rodkinin May 2022 A copy of the assessment is included as
AppendixA.

46.1 Environmental Setting

Federal and State

Energy Star and Fuel Efficiency

At the federal level, energy standards set by the EPA apply to numerous consumer products and
appliances (e.g., the EnergyStarE program). The
automobiles and other modes of transportation.

Renewables PortfoliS8tandard Program

In 2002, California established its Renewables Portfolio Standard Program, with the goal of

increasing the percentage of renewable energy in the state's electricity mix to 20 percent of retail

sales by 2010. Governor Schwarzenegger isexedutive Order (EO)-8-05, requiring statewide

emissions reductions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. INnR200814-08 was signed into

law, requiring retail sellers of eleidity serve 33 percent of their load with renewable energy by

2020. I n October 2015, Governor Brown signed SB
energy goals. A key provision of SB 350 requires retail sellers and publicly owned ublpiexure

50 percent of their electricity from renewable sources by 2030. SB 100, passed in 2018, requires 100
percent of electricity in California to be provided by 100 percent renewable and-¢@bcources

by 2045.

Executive Order B55-18 To Achieve @rbon Neutrality

In September 2018, Governor Brown issued an executive ordeB-E918 To Achieve Carbon

Neutrality, setting a statewide goal Ato achiev
than 2045, and achieve and maintain netnegativei s si ons t hereafter. o The
CARB to Anensure future Scoping Plans identify a

neutr al i tBy5518supplements E@305 by requiring not only emissions reductions, but
also that, byno later than 2045, the remaining emissions be offset by equivalent net removals of CO
from the atmosphere through sequestration.

California Building Standards Code

The Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, agespecTitle
24, Part 6 of the California Code of Regulations (Title 24), was established in 1978 in response to a
|l egi slative mandate to reduce Californiads ener
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every three year8.Compliance with Title24 is mandatory at the time new building permits are
issued by city and county governmefits.

California Green Building Standards Code

CALGreen establishes mandatory green building standards for buildings in California. CALGreen
was developed to reduce GHemissions from buildings, promote environmentally responsible and
healthier places to live and work, reduce energy and water consumption, and respond to state
environmental directives. CALGreen covers five categories: planning and design, energycgfficien
water efficiency and conservation, material and resource efficiency, and indoor environmental
quality.

Advanced Clean Cars Program

CARB adopted the Advanced Clean Cars program in 2012 in coordination with the EPA and
National Highway Traffic Safety Adinistration. The program combines the control of smog
causing pollutants and GHG emissions into a single coordinated set of requirements for vehicle
model years 2015 through 2025. The program promotes development of environmentally superior
passenger caend other vehicles, as well as saving the consumer money through fuel $avings.

Reach Code

In 2021, the Santa Clara City Council approved the Reach Code Ordinance, Ordinance No. 2034, to
reduceenergy relateé HG e mi ssi ons consistent with the goal
Reach Code applies to new construction projects in and regewegesidential construction to be

outfitted with entirely electric fixturedf exceptions are met that all the use of natalaggsiances

the building(s) musbe electrification ready. In addition, the Reach Code requires EV charging
infrastructurefor residential and neresidential buildingsind solar readiness for noesidential

buildings.

Local

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The City of Santa Clara 2042035 General Plan includes goals, policies, and actions to protect and
conserve energsesources in the City. The following goals, policies, and actions are applicable to the
proposed project:

Policies Description

5.10.3P1 Promote the use of renewable energy resources, conservation, and recycling progr:

28 Callifornia Building Standards CommissiagnCal i f or ni a Budel di Agc Ss sed aDece Gloer
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Codes#@ViewBag.JumpTo

29 California Energy Commission (CEQ) 2 9 Building Energy Efficiencyst andar d s Dezemher 8, e s s e d
2021.https://www.energy.ca.gov/prograrasdtopics/programs/buildingnergyefficiency-standards/2019
building-energyefficiency.

%California Air Resour ces PBooagrrda m.ioDevasnbet@R0endc ed Cl ean C:
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/acc/acc.htm
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Policies Description

5.10.3P4 Encourage newlevelopment to incorporate sustainable building design, site planning
construction, including encouraging solar opportunities.

5.10.3P5 Reduce energy consumption through sustainable construction practices, materials,
recycling.

5.103-P6 Promotesustainable buildings and land planning for all new development, including
programs that reduce energy and water consumption in new development.

5.10.3P8 Provide incentives for LEED certified, or equivalent development.

4.6.1.1 Existing Conditions

Total energ usage in California was approximately 7,802 trillion British thermal units (Btu) in the
year 2019, thenost recent year for which this data was availdb@ut of the 50 states, California is
ranked second in total energgnsumption and 46in energyconsumption per capita. The
breakdown by sector was approximately 19 percent (1,456 trillion Btu) for residential uses, 19
percent (1,468 trillion Btu) for commercial uses, 23 percent (1,805 trillion Btu) for industrial uses,
and 39 percent (3,073 trillioBtu) for transportatiof? This energy is primarily supplied in the form
of natural gas, petroleum, nuclear electric power, and hydroelectric power.

Electricity

Electricity inSanta Clara County in 20 was consumed primarily by tmenresidentialector (B
percent), followed byhe residential sector consuming 24 percent. RD28 total of approximately
16 435gigawatt hours (GWh) of electricity was consumed in Santa Clara C&unty.

SVP is the City of Santa Clarads enermjgct util ity
site.As of January 2018, SVP provides residential customérscarbonfree power as their

standard, default power supply. This means the power generation produces no net carbon emissions.

For commercial customers, SVP offers several optionsduicipation in green energy programs,

including a carbotiree energy optiod’

Californiabds total system electric gfausration i
(GWh), which was down 2 percent fr7gmi&MMN.1906s t ot
Cal i f o-state eteirg genaratialecreased bgix percent tal90,913GWh compared to
approximately200,475GWh in 20DB.%° This declinewas due talecreasedeneration from irstate

large hydroelectric power plantdown45 percent {5,207GWh) from 208.

S'United States Energy Information Administration. @AStat
December 3, 202https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#taBs

2United States Energy Information Admi nidscessedt i on . ASt at
December 3, 202https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#taBs

3%California Energy Commi ssion. Energy Consumption Dat a
County. o0 Access elp/Redneemdiog.ca.qgd/elecByfoRnty.aspx

¥Silicon Valley Power . iiDi 8 20plchtips:/Kmasiiconvalldvpower.som/evh De c e mb ¢

andcommunity/abousvp/fags
CEC. A2020 Total System EIl ectr i chitp&éwe.enargyicoogov/data Acce s s e (
reports/enercgalmanac/californigelectricity-data/2026totalsystemelectricgeneration
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IN2020, natur al gas represented the | @pergedtst portio
Solar, wind, and hydro generation accounted for more3Baercent of all reneable electricity
generatior?®

Natural Gas

PG&E provides natural gas services within the City of Santa Clara2lp approximatelytwo

percent of Cali for ni ao sstate préductioa, whilgthessemsining pupply ¢ a me
was imported frm other western states and Can3da.2020, residential and commercial customers
in Californiausd34per cent of the stateds d3perceneelectigas, t he

power plants used approximaté@.5percent, the transportation sector used approximately one
percent, andther sectors used approximat8l percent natural ga.In 2019, Santa Clara County
used approximatelgvop e r c e nt o f al dorfsempt®on of riaterél gas.t o t

Fuel for Motor Vehicles

In 2019, 15.4 billion gallons of gasoline were sold in CalifofhiBhe average fuel economy for

light-duty vehicles (autos, pickups, vans, and sport utility vehicles) in the United Statesabdg ste
increased from about 13.1 miles per gallon (mpg) in the8itDs to 24.9 mpg in 20¥9Federal

fuel economy standards have changed substantially since the Energy Independence and Security Act
was passed in 2007. That standard, which originally mandated a national fuel economy standard of
35 miles per gallon by the year 2020, was updatédiarch 2020 to require all cars and light duty

trucks achieve an overall industry average fuel economy of 40.4 mpg by model yedf$026.

36 1bid.

37 California Gas and Electric Utilitie2020California Gas ReportAccessedecember 32021.
https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/2020

10/2020_California_Gas_Report_Joint_Utility Biennial Comprelvengiiling.pdf

38 U.S. Energy Information Administratioiatural GasConsumption by End UsAccessed December 3, 2021.
https://www.eia.gov/dnav/ng/ng_cons_sum_dcu_SCA_a.htm

®Califomi a Energy Commi ssion. f@ANatur alDe@mlzwr3C202isumpti on by
http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbycounty.aspx

“California Department of TahlanGafselki AedmGalilsomstdooAccd
2021.https://www.cdtfa.ca.gov/dataportal/dataset.htm?url=VehicleTaxableFuelDist

41 United States Environmental Proiead n Agency. f@dThe 2020 EPA Automotive Tr
Emi ssions, Fuel Economy, and AceessechDedembpn20,202hce 1975. 0 J.
https://nepis.epa.gowke/ZyPDF.cgi?Dockey=P1010U68.pdf

42 United States Department of Ener@@nergy Independence & Security Act of 208@cessed December 3, 2021.
http://www.afdc.energy.gov/laws/eisa

43 Public Law 1101405 December 19, 200Energy Independence & Security Act of 208d@cessed December 3,

2021 http://www.gpo.gov/fdys/pkg/PLAWI110publ140/pdf/PLAWL10publ140.pdf
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46.2 Impact Discussion

Less than

Potentially L Less than
o Significant L
Significant . L Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P

Would the project:
1) Resultin a potentially significant ] ] = ]
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project constructic
or operatiof?

2) Conflict with or obstruct a state or logaan ] ] X ]
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Impact EN-1: The project wouldhotresult in a potentially significant environmental impa
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resou
during projectonstruction or operatiolLess than Significant Impact)

The proposed project wouttemolish an existing twetory office building andonstructafive-story
multi-family developmentSince the office building isurrently vacant of occupantset proposed
project would result in an increased demand for energy at the project site during construction and
operation.

Estimated Energy Use of the Proposed Project

The construction phase wouldeenergy for the manufacture and transportation of building

materials, preparatidgradingof the site, and construction of the buildings. Petrolaased fuels

such as disel fuel and gasoline would be the primary sources of energy for theséjastationof

the proposed development would consume energy (in the form of electricity) primarily from building
heating and cooling, lighting, and water heating. Tableldélow summarizes the estimated energy
use of the proposed project.

Table 4.6-1: Estimated Annual Energy Use of Proposed Development

Land Use Electricity Use (kWh/yr)
Apartments Mid Rise 695,526
Enclosed Parking with Elevator 100,760
Parking Lot 3,985
Total 800,271

Source: lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc.1601 Civic Center Drive Project AQQuality and Greenhouse Gas
Assessmeniday 10, 2022.
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Compared to existing conditions, the proposed project would substantially incresise on
electricity. However, the project would be built in accordance with the 2019 CALGreen
requirementsTitle 24 energy efficiency standardad Reach Codewhich would improve the
efficiency of the overall project. Based on the CalEEMod results, the total annual VMT for the
project would be approximately, 287,342 Using the U.S. EPA fuel economy estima{24.9 mpg)
the proposed project would resulttire consumption of approximateda,700gallons of gasoline
per year> New automobiles purchased by futuesidentf the proposed project would be subject
to fuel economy and efficiency standards appiiedughout the State of California, which means
that over time the fuel efficiency of vehicles associated with the project site would imphave.
project site is within 2,000 feet of major transit/bus stops which would be accessible to future
residentsin addition, the project proposageduction in the required parking cowith the Density
Bonus application t82 automobilespacesnd 80bicycle spaces (72 Class 1 and eight Class 2)
These measures would help to reduce vehicle trips to and fromofeetsite and, therefore, the
project would not result in the wasteful use of fuel. Implementation of the proposed project would
not result in a wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during
operation(Less than Significan Impact)

Energy Efficiency During Construction

The project is proposed to be constructed in approxima@ydhths. The project would require site
preparation, grading and excavation, trenching, paving, and building of interior and exterior. Energy
would not be wasted or used inefficiently by construction equipment, as the proposed project would
include severameasures to improve efficiency of the construction process. For example, during
construction, construction waste management methods and processes would be employed to reduce
the amount of trash and construction waste. The project would be requiredetceaa B percent
construction and demolition waste diversion rate and would be required to prepare a Construction
Waste Management Plan or utilize a waste management company to recycle, reduce and/or reuse
construction waste (CALGreen Code Sections 4.4@B%408). Adherence to CALGreen Code

would further reduce energy expenditures during the construction phase.

In addition, the project would implement BMPs (refer to Section 4.3, Air Quality) which would
restrict equipment idling times to five minutesless and would require the applicant to post signs
on the project site reminding workers to shut off idle equipment to prevent the inefficient use of
construction equipment. The project site is in proximity to local sources of construction materials
whichwould reduce fuel usage. Implementation of the proposed project would not result in a
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during constuetsn.

than Significant Impact)

Energy Efficiency During Operation

Operation othe project would consume energy for multiple purposes including, but not limited to,
building heating and cooling, lighting, appliances, and electronics. Operational energy would also be
consumed during each vehicle trip generated by future employesbuilting would meet or

4 llingworth & Rodkin, Inc.1601 Civic Center Drive Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment: CalEEMod
Model.May 10, 2022
451,287,342 VMT / 24.9 mpg = 51,700 gallons of gasoline
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exceed the requirements of the California Building Energy Efficiency Stanaladdsould be
required to comply with the Reach Code

The project would not use energy or fuel in a wasteful manner, given the project featuretutteat re
energy use, including the following:

Access to public transit
Bicycle facilities
Electric Vehicle (EV)charging stations
Construction in conformance with Title 24 and CALGreen requirements to promote energy
and water efficiency
9 Buildings constructedith low-emitting interior building materials (e.g., flooring and
ceilings)
1 Construction waste management
1 Use of recycled materials during construction

=A =4 =8 =4

The project would include landscaping carsed of large shade treasound thesite boundary

parking bt, andcourtyardareas This will have the effect of providing shade and reducing the heat
island effect of the project, thus reducing the energy demand required to cool the proposed buildings.
For the reasons listed above, the proposed project wouldaHasge than significant impagLess

Than Significant Impact)

Impact EN-2: The project wouldot conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficien@yess than Significant Impact)

Electricity for the proposed project would be provided by SVP. Although the project would increase

the project siteds energy use, the proposed dev
current energy efficiency standards set forth in TitleC&l_Green, the RPS Program, and the City

Code. Therefore, the project would comply with state and local plans for energy effi¢lerssy.

than Significant Impact)
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4.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following discussion is based in part oBeotechnical Engineeriri@eport prepared by
Professional Service Industries, Indated Januar$2, 2021, and a Web Soil Survey completed in
November 2021. The reports are including in Appendix C of this Initial Study

47.1 Environmental Setting

4.7.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act

The AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed following the 1971 San Fernando
earthquake. The act regulates development in California near known active faults due to hazards
associated with surface fault ruptures. Algisiblo maps are distruted to affected cities, counties,
and state agencies for their use in planning and controlling new construction. Areas within an
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone require special studies to evaluate the potential for surface
rupture to ensure that structures intended for human occupancy are constructed across an active
fault.

Seismic Hazards Mapping Act

The Seismic Hazards Mapping Act (SHMA) was passed in 1990 following the 1989 Loma Prieta
earthquake. The SHMA directs the California Geological/8y (CGS) to identify and map areas
prone to liquefaction, earthquakeduced landslides, and amplified ground shaking. CGS has
completed seismic hazard mapping for the portions of California most susceptible to liquefaction,
landslides, and ground shagi including the central San Francisco Bay Area. The SHMA requires
that agencies only approve projects in seismic hazard zones followhspsd#ic geotechnical
investigations to determine if the seismic hazard is present and identify measuresdo reduc
earthquakeelated hazards

California Buildng Standards Code

The California Building CoddCBC) prescribes standards for constructing safe buildings. The CBC
contains provisions for earthquake safety based on factors including occupancy typel, smkan

profile, ground strength, and distance to seismic sources. The CBC requires thapacsiie

geotechnical investigation report be prepared for most development projects to evaluate seismic and
geologic conditions such as surface fault ruptugesind shaking, liquefaction, differential

settlement, lateral spreading, expansive soils, and slope stability. The CBC is updated every three
years.

California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Requlations

Excavation, shoring, and trenching aittes during construction are subject to occupational safety
standards for stabilization by the California Department of Industrial Relabonsion of
Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) under Title 8 of the California Code of Regulations and
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Excavation Rules. These regulations minimize the potential for instability and collapse that could
injure construction workers on the site.

Public Resources Code Section 5097.5

Paleontological resources are the fossilized remains of organisms from prehistoric environments
found in geologic strata. They range from mammoth and dinosaur bones to impressions of ancient
animals and plants, trace remains, and microfossils. Thateralsare valued for the information

they yield about the history of the earth and its past ecological settings. California Public Resources
Code Section 5097.5 specifies that unauthorized removal of a paleontological resource is a
misdemeanor. Under the CB@Guidelines, a project would have a significant impact on
paleontological resources if it would disturb or destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature.

Local

Santa Clara General Plan

General Plan policies geology and soélated policies applicable to the project include the
following.

Policies Description

5.10.5P5 Regulate development, including remodeling or structural rehabilitation, to ensure
adequate mitigation of safety hazards, including floodsegsmic, erosion, liquefaction
and subsidence dangers.

5.10.5P6 Require that new development is designed to meet current safety standards and im
appropriate building codes to reduce risks associated with geologic conditions.

5.10.5P7 Implement all recommendations and design solutions identified in project soils repo
reduce potential adverse effects associated with unstable soils or seismic hazards.

4.7.1.2 Existing Conditions
Regional Geology

The City of Santa Clara is located in treng Clara Valley, a relatively flat alluvial basin, bounded

by the Santa Cruz Mountains to the southwest and west, the Diablo Mountain Range to the east, and
San Francisco Bay to the north. The topography of the Santa Clara Valley rises from sedhevel at
south end of San Francisco Bay to elevations of more than 2,000 feet to the east. The average grade
of the valley floor ranges from nearly horizontal to about two percent generally down to the
northwest. Grades are steeper on the surrounding hillsides.
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On-Site Geologic Conditions

Topography and Soils

In November 2020, four soil borings were advanced to a maximum oepih5 feebelowthe

ground surfacebg9t o i denti fy t he s iTheepjectsitaidbusdertain bggne c ondi
clay, silty lean clay, and sandy lean clay, fat clay and sandy fat clay, silt and sandy silt, sand, and

sandy gravelSoils onsite havea moderate risk of shrink swell fgmtialand are, therefore,

moderately expansivi

Groundwater

Groundwater depth on the project site was measuré® tgetbgsand historically has occurrdess
than12 feetbgs?’ Fluctuations in the groundwater level may occur due to seasonakshang
variations in rainfall and underground drainage patterns, and other factors.

Seismicity and SeismiRelated Hazards

The San Francisco Bay Area is one of the most seismically active regiondirStidne significant
earthquakes that occur in the Basea are generally associated with the crustal movements along
well-defined active fault zones of the San Andreas Fault system, which regionally teend in
northwesterly direction

The project site is level and is not at risk of landslides or otherslalosidence. The City does not

contain any faults zoned under thiguist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning ABbr in a Santa Clara
County Fault Hazard Zorféand no active faults have been mappedits The risk of surface fault
rupture in the City is awsidered lowNearby active or potentially active faults include the Hayward,
Monte VistaShannon, Calaveras, and San Andreas faults. The distance from the project site to these
faults is listed inTable 4.71. Due to the proximity of the project site teese active faults, ground
shaking, and ground failure as a result of an earthquake could cause damage to structures.

Table 4.7-1: Active Faults Near the Project Site
Fault Distance and Location from Project Site
Hayward 9.3 miles northeast
Monte Vista-Shannon 7.6 miles southwest
Calaveras 10.3miles northeast
San Andreas 10.3miles southwest

46 United States Department of Agriculture. Soil Report. Accessed November 11, 2021.
https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.fgup/WebSoilSurvey.aspx

47 Professional Service Industries, Inc. Geotechnical Engineering Report. January 12, 2021.
48 City of Santa Claras20102035 General PlamtegratecEIR. Page 183January 2011

49 County of Santa Clara. Geologic Hazards Zones, Map 19, 2012. Acdéssechber 112021
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/DocsForms/Documents/GEO_GeohazardATLAS. pdf
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Soil Liguefactionand Related Hazards

Liguefaction occurs when watsaturated soils lose structural integrity due to seismic activity. Soils
thatare most susceptible to liquefaction are loose to moderately dense, saturated granular soils with
poor drainageAccording to the Santa Clara General Plan, the project site is located in a region
characterized bg moderate to high ground shaking hazard, due to the location of the site within

the LiquefactionHazard Areathe site is at risk of lateral spreading and related ground fafliice.
evaluate the i tseil 8usceptibility toseismically inducetlquefaction two soil borings were

advancedo a maximum depth of 100 feet bgs

Solil liquefaction potential anskismically inducedettlementvereestimated using computer
modeling.The estimated extent and depth of liquefaction within the subsurface soils corsstspond
input ground surfaceaed er ati on and earthquake magnitudes
earthquake event. The results of the analysis showed that the estimated total seismic settlement of
saturated soils (settlement below the water table) was estimated to be less than. dineiatdre,
seismically induced settlement due to liquefaction was not considered to be a design consideration
for this site.

Lateral spreading is a type of ground failure related to liquefaction. It consists of the horizontal
displacement of flalying alluvial material toward an open area, such as the steep bank of a stream
channel. The project site is relatively flat and is not adjacent to a creek or any other unsupported face.
Therefore, the potential for lateral spreading is l&dditionally, basedn a review of the site

topography and on the lack of significant liquefiable soil, lateral spreading is also not considered a
concern for the site.

Paleontological Resources

As discussed in Section 4.7.1.hlgontological resources are the fossilizehains of organisms

from prehistoric environments found in geologic stratae project site is underlain by Holocene
deposits! Geologic units of Holocene age are generally not considered sensitive paleontological
resources because biological remaingnger than 10,000 years are not usually considered fossils;
however, these recent sediments overlie sediments of older Pleistocene sediments with high potential
to contain paleontological resourcéd.hese older sediments, often found at depths of 1®feet

morebgs have yielded the fossil remains of plants and extinct terrestrial Pleistocene vertebrates.

Ground disturbing activities of 10 feet or more have the potential to impact undiscovered
paleontological resources in older Pleistocea@imentsThe City, including the project site, is
underlain by alluvial fan deposits of Holocene age, made up of gravel, sand and finer sediments

50 california Geological Survey. Earthquake Zones and Required Investigation. Accessed December 18, 2021.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

51 City of Santa Clara. Integratédnal EIR for the City of Santa Clara Draft 202035 General Plan. January 2011.
Figure 4.51.

52 |bid. City of Santa Clara. Integrated Final EIR for the City of Santa Clara Draft 2030 General Plan. January
2011. Page 323.)
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4.7.2 Impact Discussion

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Lessthan
Significant
with Mitigation

Incorporated

Lessthan
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Directly or indirectly causgotential
substantial adverse effects, including the ris
of loss, injury, or death involving:

- Rupture of a known etirguake fault, as
delineatecn the most recent Alquist
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the are
or based on other substial evidence of a
known fault (efer to Division of Mines
andGeology Special Publication 42)?

- Strong seismic ground shaking?

- Seismierelated ground failure, including
liquefaction?

- Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or thatould become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidace, liguefactionor collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as definethi
current California Building Codereating
substantiadirect or indirectisks to life or
property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporti
the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems whegevers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater’

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?
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Impact GEO-1:  The project would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial ad'
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a
knownearthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent AlBtisD
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault; strong seismic gro
shaking; seismicelated ground failurencluding liquefaction; or landslides
(Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed project is not located within an Alg&isblo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map area

where fault rupture may occei Therefore, the proposed projeebuld not cause risk of loss, injury,

or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault. The project site and surrounding areas are
also relatively flat; therefore, developmentgite would not expose adjacent or riaproperties to
landslide related hazards.

The proposed project would be constructed on sgistified as aisk for liquefaction however a
site-specific geotechnical analysis found the risk of liquefaetadated hazards lsw. Although ro

active faults are known to cross the project site, the project would experience intense ground shaking
in the event of a large earthquake.

The project would be required to adhere to the most recent CBC and the recommendationsin the site
specific engineang geotechnical report, as well as utilize standard engineering techniques to

increase the likelihood that the project could withstand minor earthquakes without damage and major
earthquakes without collapse. As a result, the proposed project would neeggople or property

to significant impacts associated with seismically induced ground failures or other geologic

conditions orsite.(Less Than Significant Impact)

Impact GEO-2:  The project would not result in substansall erosion or the loss of psoil.
(Less than Significant Impactwith Mitigation Incorporated )

The project would require ground disturbance due to grading, trenching for utilities, and excavation
for construction of the footings and foundations of the new struct@resind disturbnce would

expose soils and increase the potential for wind or watated ersion and sedimentation until
construction is complete.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been included in the project to
reduce possible constructioelated erosion impacts:

MM GEO -2.1: All excavation and grading work would be scheduled in dry weather months
or construction sites would be weatheriZed withstand or avoid erosion.

MM GEO -2.2: Stockpiles and excavated soils would be covered with secured tarps or plastic
sheeting.

53 California Geological Swey. Earthquake Zones and Required Investigation. Accessed December 18, 2021.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

54 Weatherized refers to measures that would protect expoedrem rain and stormwater runoff
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MM GEO -2.3: Vegetation in disturbed areas would be replanted as quickly as possible

Implementation of thelentified mitigation measures would reduce erosion and sedimentation
impacts to a less than significant leygless Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)

Impact GEO-3:  The project wouldhotbe located on a geologic unit or soil thatistable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially res
on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaaiion
collapse (Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed project would be constructed on gils low risk of liquefaction during seismic
events As described in Impact GEO, the proposed project would be constructed in compliance
with a sitespecific geotechnical report, City Code, and the C&gliring the project to analyze and
remediate sitspecific soil conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a risk of
instability because of liquefaction or lateral spread and would have a less than significant impact.
(Less than Signiicant Impact)

Impact GEO-4:  The project wouldhotbe located on expansive soil, as definethencurrent
California Building Codecreating substantial direct or indirect risks to life
property (Less than Significant Impact)

Soils onsitecontain clayand san@nd have a moderate expansion poterfiahsistent with City
requirements, taldings will be designed and constructed in accordance with the eesign
geotechnical investigation prepared for the site, whiehtifiesspecific degn features that will be
required for the project, including site preparation, compaction, foundation dasdypavement

design. The desiglevel geotechnical investigation shall be reviewed and approved by the City prior
to issuance of a building pernior the project.

The proposed projectould be built in conformance with the requirements of @C and,
therefore, wuld not expose people or property to significant impacts associated wibithe
conditions of the sitgLess than Significant Impact)

Impact GEO-5:  The project wouldhot have soils incapable of adequately supporting the u:
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers al
available for the disposal of wastewai@to Impact)

The proposegroject would utilize the existing wastewater disposal system in the City of Santa Clara
and would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore,
the proposed project would not have impacts resulting from inateegoils(No Impact)

Impact GEO-6:  The project wouldhotdirectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontologica
resource or site or unique geological feat(ik® Impact)

Civic CenterFamily HousingProject 66 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June2022



The project site is underlain by geologic units of Holocene age, which analijenet considered
sensitive for paleontological resources because biological remains younger than 10,000 years are not
usually considered fossils. Thus, these sediments have low potential to yield fossil resources or to
contain significant nonrenewaljp@leontological resources. More recent sediments, however, may
overlie older Pleistocene sediments with high potential to contain paleontological resources. These
older sediments, often found at depths of greater than 1Bdgdtave yielded the fossiémains of

plants and extinct terrestrial Pleistocene vertebrates proposed project would not include
subsurfacestructureshowever, it would require excavation for utiliideundation footingsand

other underground features which would requiredingmgto a depth of approximateseverfeet

bgs Therefore, the project would ndirectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geological featu(dlo Impact)
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4.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

The following discussion is based in part onfanQuality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment
completed by lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. iMay 2022 A copy of the report is provided in Appendix
A of this Initial Study.

48.1 Environmental Setting
4.8.1.1 Background Information
Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere, GHGs, r

known as the greenhouse effect, is responsible for maintaining a habitable climate. In GHG emission
inventories, the weight of each gas is multiplied bygitdbal warming potentiaGQWP) and is

measured in units of G@quivalents (Cge). The most common GHGs are carbon dioxide {CO

and water vapor but there are also several others, most importantly methayeni@is oxide

(N20), hydrofluorocarbons (HEs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride)(Shese

are released into the earthoés atmosphere throug
Sources of GHGs are generally as follows:

1 CO:and NO are byproducts of fossil fuel eustion.
1 N20 is associated with agricultural operations such as fertilization of crops.

1 CHasis commonly created by effassing from agricultural practices (e.g., keeping livestock)
and landfill operations.

1 Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) were widely used as refrigerants, propellants, and cleaning
solvents but their production has been stopped bgrimational treaty.

1 HFCs are now used as a substitute for CFCs in refrigeration and cooling.

1 PFCs andFs emissions are commonly created by industries such as aluminum production
and semiconductor manufacturing.

An expanding body of scientific research gags the theory that global climate change is currently
causingchanges in weather patterns, average sea level, ocean acidification, chemical reaction rates,
and precipitation rates, and that it will increasingly do so in the future. The climate aral sever
naturally occurring resources within California are adversely affected by the global warming trend.
Increased precipitation and sea level rise will increase coastal flooding, saltwater intrusion, and
degradation of wetlands. Mass migration and/or lég8amt and animal specieguld also occur.
Potential effects of global climate change that could adversely affect human health include more
extreme heat waves and heallated stress; an increase in climsgéasitive diseases; more frequent

and intense atural disasters such as flooding, hurricanes, and drought; and increased levels of air
pollution.
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4.8.1.2 Regulatory Framework
State

Assembly Bill32

Under the California Global Warming Solutions Act, also known as AB 32, CARB established a
statewide GHG emssons cap for 2020, adopted mandatory reporting rules for significant sources of
GHGs, and adopted a comprehensive plan, known as the Climate Change Scoping Plan, identifying
how emission reductions would be achieved from significant GHG sources.

In 2016 SB 32 was signed into law, amending the California Global Warming Solution Act. SB 32,
and accompanying@&B-30-15, require CARB to ensure that statewide GHG emissions are reduced

to 40 percent below the 1990 level by 2030. CARB updated its Climate €&aoging Plan in

December of 2017 to express the 2030 statewide target in terms of million metric @D of
(MMTCO:2e). Based on the emissions reductions directed by SB 32, the annual 2030 statewide target
emissions level for California is 260 MMTGE&

Senate Bill 375

SB 375, known as the Sustainable Communities Strategy and Climate Protection Act, was signed
into law in September 2008. SB 375 builds upon AB 32 by requiring CARB to develop regional
GHG reduction targets for automobile and light truck sectors for 202@@86. The pecapita

GHG emissions reduction targets for passenger vehicles in the San Francisco Bay Area include a
seven percent reduction by 2020 and a 15 percent reduction by 2035.

Consistent with the requirements of SB 375, the Metropolitan Tra@asipon CommissiofMTC)

partnered with the Association of Bay Area GovernméhBAG), BAAQMD, andthe Bay

Conservation and Development Commisdion pr epar e the regionds Susta
Strategy (SCS) as part of the Regional Transportation Ptee$s.

Regional

Plan Bay Area 2050

Plan Bay Area 280 isalong-range plarfor the ninecounty San Francisco Bay Area that provides

strategies that increase the availability of affordable housing, support a more equitable and efficient
economy, improve the transportation network, an
Plan Bay Are2050promoteghe development & variety of housing types and densitiathin

identified Priority Development Areas (PDA$DASs are eeas generally neaxisting job centers or

frequent transit that are localigentified forhousing angob growth>

ABAG allocates regional housing needs to each city and county withBetih&rancisc8ay Area,
based on statewide goaliese allocations are designed to lay the foundation for Plan Bay Area
2 0 5 0 6-termlenvisigned growth pattern fitre region ABAG also develops series oforecasts
and models to project the growthppulation housing unitsandjobsin the Bay Area. ABAG,

55 Association of Bay Area Governments and Metropolitan Transportation CommiB&orBay Area 2050
October 21, 2021Page 20.
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MTC, and local jurisdiction planning staff created Bwrecasting and Modeling Reponthich isa
technichoverview of the of the growth forecasts and land use models upon which Plan Bay Area
2050 is based

Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan

Regional air quality management distritsch as BAAQMD must prepare air quality plans

specifyinghow state and federalr quality standardsouldbe metBAAQMD&é s most recent
adopted plan is the Bay Area 2017 Clean Air R2017 CAP).The 2017 CAP focuses on two

related BAAQMD goals: protecting public health and protecting the climate. To protect the climate,

the 2017CAP includesontrol measures desige toreduceemissions of Chland other supeGHGs

that are potent climate polkts in the neaterm,and to decrease emissionsasd, by reducing

fossil fuel combustion

CEQA Air Quality Guidelines

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines are intended to serve as a guide for those who prepare
or evaluate air quality impact analyses for projects and plans in the San Francisco Baynérea

City of Santa Clara and other jurisdictions in the San Francisco Bay Ar&agin utilize the

thresholds and methodology for asses&itc impactsdeveloped by BAAQMD within the CEQA

Air Quality GuidelinesThe guidelines include information on legal requirements, BAAQMD rules,
methods of analyzing impacts, and recommendedatitin measures

Local

City of Santa Clara Climate Action Plan

The City of Santa Clara has a Climate Action Plan (CRRylopted in December 2013, that
established goals and measures to reduce GHG emissionpbyc2dtelow 2008 levels by 2020,
whichis enough to surpass the City and State goals. However, the Plan does not have a specific
metric ton GHG threshold for projeletvel construction or operation.

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan includes policies that address the reduction of GHG

emissions during the planning horizon of the General Plan. The applicable General Plan policies and
the projectds consi stency timi4.8.5 Impdete Biseusgon, lurideri e s |
the response to Impact GHZ(see Table 4:3).

4.8.1.3 Existing Conditions

Unlike emissions of criteria and toxic air pollutants, which have regional and local impacts,
emissions of GHGs have a broader, global impact. Gledaning is a process whereby GHGs
accumulating in the upper atmosphere contribute to an increase in the temperature of the earth and
changes in weather patteriiie project site is unoccupied and does not currently contribute to the
Cityés GHG emi ssions

56 City of Santa Clara, 201&ity of Santa Clara Climate Action PlaAccessible at:
https://www.santaclaraca.gov/home/showdocument?id=10170
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Post 2028mpact Thresholds

As described previously, BAAQMD adopted GHG emissions thresholds of significance to assist in

the review of projects under CEQA. These thresholds were designed to establish the level at which
BAAQMD has determined that GHG éssions would cause significant environmental impacts. The

GHG emissions thresholds identified by BAAQMD are 1,100 metric tons (MT) e& @€ year or

46 MTCQe per service population per year. A proje
Action Plan (a qualified GHG Reduction Strategy) is considered to have a less than significant GHG
impact regardless of its emissions.

The numeric thresholds set by BAAQMD and includ
calculated to achievethesta 6s 2020 target for GHG emissions |
target of 40 percent below the 1990 GHG emissions level). Because the project would be completed
inthepos 020 ti meframe, the project woultdnPlamt be cc
and the 2020 thresholds would not be applicable

CARB has completed a Scoping Ptarachieve SB 32 GHG reduction targetsichwill be utilized
by BAAQMD to establish the 2030 GHG efficiency threshold. BAAQMD has yet to publish a
guantified GHG efficiency threshold for 2030:lieu of an updated efficiency threshold from
BAAQMD, a Substantial Progress efficiency threshol@ .8 MT QOe/service populatiofyear
threshold which is a 40 percent reduction from the BAAQMD 2020 service population emissions
target of 4.6 MTCOye /service population/year, is utilized in this Initial Stuéiy adjustedright-

line threshold of 60 MTCOze/year which is 40 percent below BAAQMD 2020 brigire threshold
of 1,100 MT CQe, is also used in this Initial StudyThe efficiency and adjusted brigle
thresholds were calculated based on the GHG reductida gb&B 32 and EO-B0-15 for 2030%2

4.8.2 Impact Discussion
. L han
Potentially _es:_st_ a Lessthan
- Significant -
Significant ] e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Generatgreenhouse gas (GH@inissions, ] ] = ]
either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

2) Conflict with an applicable plan, policgr ] ] X ]
regulation adopted for the purpose of reduci
the emissions dBHGS?

Impact GHG-1:  The project wouldhotgenerate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly
that may have aignificant impact on the environmefitess than
Significant Impact)

5" The 2020 BAAQMD brighfline threshold of 1,100 MTO.e was establishieby BAAQMD to help the state
reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. 1,1000@% i (1,100 MTCOe * 0.4) = 660 MTCOze. 660 MT
COeeis the 203Mright-line threshold calculated for projects constructed and operationap@étand pre031.

58 pesonal Communications: Reyff, James, lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. (air quality consultant). March 4, 2020.
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GHG emissions associated with development of the proposed project would occur over the short
term from construction activities, consistipgmarily of emissions from equipment exhaust and
worker and vendor trips. There would also be kergn operational emissions associated with
vehicular traffic within the project vicinity, energgnd water usage, and solid waste disposal.
Emissions fothe proposed projegtere analyzed using CalEEMod athe methodology
recommended in the BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelinesdare discussed below.

Construction Emissions

Project construction would generate approximately 382 MT oeG@ the total cortsuction period.
These are the emissions fromsite operation of construction equipment, vendor and hauling truck
trips, and worker trips. Neither the City nor BAAQMD have an adopted threshold of significance for
construction related GHG emissions, tholBAAQMD recommends quantifying emissions and
disclosing that GHG emissions would occur during construction. BAAQMD also encourages the
incorporation of BMPs to reduce GHG emissions during construction where feasible and applicable.

The project would beceu i r e d

t o

i mpl ement

approval, as previously described in Section 4.3 Air Quality.

Operational Period Emissions

BAAQMDS s

recommenec

Project operation would generate approximately 595 total MT eE@©D2026 and approximately
566 ptal MT of CQe in 2030. The service population emissions for the years 2026 and 2030 are
predicted to be 2.1 and 2.0 MT/@fyear/service population, respectively. The service population
calculation was based on the assumption that the project would dygureximately 85 residents
Popul ati on
operation would be in 2026. However, the applicable thresholds are for the year 2030, thus, the
estimated GHG emissiomgr year2030are shown ifmable 4.81 by source category.

(see Section 4.

14

and

Housing). It i

Table 4.8-1: Annual Project Operational GHG Emissions (CQe)

Project Operational Emissions (MT CQelyear)
Source Category

2026 2030
Area 1 1
Energy Consumption 113 113
Mobile 432 403
Solid Waste Generation 25 25
Water Usage 12 12
Total (MT CQelyear) 584 554

Bright-Line Significance Threshold -- 660 MT COqelyear
Service Popula.tion Emissipns (MT 51 50
COelyear/service population)
Service Population Significance Thresholc - 2.8in2030
Exceeds Both Thresholds? - No
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To be considered a significant impact, project emissions must exceed both théreigirteshold
and the service population threshold in the year 2030. As shoWabie 4.81, the project would not
exceed either teshold for the year 2030. Therefore, project operation would not generate a
significant amount of GHG emissior{sess than Significant Impact)

Impact GHG-2:  The project wouldot conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for th@urpose of reducing the emissions of GHEsss than
Significant Impact)

2017 BAAQMD Clean Air Plan

As discussed isection 4.3 Air Qualitythe project supports the goals of the 2017 BAAQMD CAP
for protecting public health and the climate and is ceomsisvith 2017 BAAQMD CAP control
measures of reducing exposure to TACs and reducing DPM emissions by:

1 Implementing mitigation measures to reduce criteria air pollutants during construction,

1 Reducing motor VMT by proposing residential development inipriby to
existing/proposed/planned pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities,

1 Complying with applicable regulations that would result in energy and water efficiency
including Title 24 and California Green Building Standards Code,

1 Plantingnewtreesiaccor dance with the CiPlytéredudBthaer al
urban heat island effect, and

T Complying with the Cityds construction debri
requirements to reduce the amount of waste in landfills.

In addition, the project, as proposed, would not disrupt or hinder the implementation of applicable
control measures in the 2017 BAAQMD CARess than Significant Impact)

Santa Clara Climate Action Plan

As described previously, the City of Santa Clara Clavttion Plan (CAP) was adopted in

December 2013, and the City is currently preparing the 2030 CAP, which would include strategies
for meeting the GHG emission reduction targets required by SB 32 and identify further actions the
City can undertake to furthh reduce GHG emissions and meet new targetsimmary of the
project ds coumestCAP measucey is pravitied Trable 4.82.

Table 4.8-2: Summary of Applicable Climate Action Plan Measures and Project
Consistency

Applicable Climate Action Plan Measures Notes/Comments

Energy Efficiency

2.4 | Customer Installed Solar Photovoltaic The project proposes to include photovoltaic
Systems on Customé&wned Residential ang arrays and solar thermal arrays on the roof ¢
Nonresidential Projects the proposed building.
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Table 4.8-2: Summary of Applicable Climate Action Plan Measures and Project
Consistency
Applicable Climate Action Plan Measures Notes/Comments
Water Conservation

3.1 | Water Conservation: Reduce GH@ensive | The project proposes to integrate water

Water Use Practices conservation practices, such as hajficiency
irrigation systems.
Waste Reduction

4.2 | Increase Waste Diversion: Recycle, Food | The proposed project would include recyclin
Waste Pickup, Construction, and Demolitio s er vi ces and partici
Waste Programs to Increase SaNaste Construction and Demolition Debris Recyclir
Diversion to 80 percent Program.

Off-Road Equipment

5.2 | Use Cleaner Alternative Technologies for | As discussed iSection 3.3, theroject
Construction Vehicles and Equipment proposes to implement BAAQMD constructiq
(BAAQMD BMPs) BMPs.

Transportation and Land Use

6.1 | Transportation Demand ManageménbM) | The project does not propose to implement 3
Programs for Residential Projects Mdlgan | TDM P11 an. Per the Ci
25 Units and Nonresidential Projects More | project would be considered to have a less t
Than 10,000 square feet in Transportation | significant VMT impact lkecause it is a 100
Districts percent affordable housing project in an infill

location.

6.3 | Electric Vehicle Parking and Charging The project would provide clean air and
Station(s) for MultiFamily Residential or electric vehicle parking stians.
Nonresidential Projects

Urban Heat Island Effect

7.1 | Urban Forestry: Shade trees on new The project proposes to have shade trees fg
developments near soutbr west facing south and westfacing windows.
windows.

General Plan Policies

In addition to the reduction measures in the CAP, the City of Santa Clara General Plan has goals and

policies to address sustainability (see Appendix:8Sl&tainability Goals and Policies Matrix in the
Gener al
implementation of policies that increase energy efficiency or reduce energy use would effectively

Pl an) ai med at

reducing the Cityobs

cont

reduce mdirect GHG emissions associated with energy generation. The consistency of the proposed
project with the Air Quality, Energy, Transportation, and Water Policies of the General Plan is
described inrable 4.83.
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Table 4.8-3: General Plan Sustainability Policies

Emission Reduction Policies

Project Consistency

Air Quality Poli

cies

5.10.2P3 Encourage implementation of technologica
advances that minimize public health hazards and
reduce the generation of air pollutants.

5.10.2P4 Encourage measures to reduce GHG
emissions to reach 30 percent below 1990 levels by
2020.

Waterconservation and energy efficiency
measures included in the project would

reduce GHG emissions associated with th
generation of electricity.

Energy Polic

ies

5.10.3P1 Promote the use of renewable energy
resources, conservation, and recycling programs.

5.10.3P4 Encourage new development to incorporat
sustainable building design, site planning and
construction, including encouraging solar opportuniti

5.10.3P5 Reduce energyonsumption through
sustainable construction practices, materials, and
recycling.

5.10.3P6 Promote sustainable buildings and land
planning for all new development, including program
that reduce energy and water consumption in new
development.

5.10.3P8 Provide incentives for LEED certified, or
equivalent development.

The project would divert at least 65 percel
of construction waste.

Water efficient landscaping and low flow
plumbing fixtures in théuilding would be
installed to limit water consumption.

5.3.2P10 Provide opportunities for increased
landscaping and trees in the community, including
requirements for new development to provide street
trees and a minimum 2:1 oar off-site replacement for
trees removed as part of the proposal to help increas
the urban forest and minimize the heat island effect.

The project would plant trees that would
provide shading throughout the site to
reduce the heat island effect.

Transportation P

olicies

5.3.2P14 Encourage TDM strategies and the provisi
of bicycle and pedestrian amenities in all new
development greater than 24 housing units or more {
10,000 norresidential square feet, and for City
employees, in order to dease use of the single
occupant automobile and reduce vehicle miles travel

The project does not propose to implemer
TDM Pl an. Per the (
project would be considered to have a les
than sigiificant VMT impact because it is g
100 percent affordable housing project in
infill location.

consistent with the Climate Action Plan.
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Table 4.8-3: General Plan Sustainability Policies

Emission Reduction Policies Project Consistency

5.8.5P1 Require new development and City employq The project would include new pedestrian
to implement TDM programs that can include site sidewalks, bicycle storage facilities, and
design measuresicluding preferred carpool and would be located near public transit.
vanpool parking, enhanced pedestrian access, bicyc
storage and recreational facilities.

5.8.5P5 Encourage TDM programs that provide
incentives for the use of alternative travel modes to
reduce the use of singteecupantehicles.

Water Policies

The project would use water efficient
5.10.4P7 Require installation of native and levater | landscaping with low water usage plant
consumption plant species with landscaping new | material to minimize irrigation requirement
development and public spaces to reduce water usa

The project is consistent with the above 2017 BAAQMD CAP, Ciy, and General Plan policies
and measures and, therefore, would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGass Than Significant Impact)
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4.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The fdlowing discussion is based in part upon a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment prepared by
Professional Service Industries, Int.September 2024nd a Phase Il Subsurface Investigation

prepared by Professional Service Industries, Inc. in February ZB2assessment is included in
AppendixD of this Initial Study.

49.1 Environmental Setting

4.9.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Overview

The storage, use, generation, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste are highly
regulated under federal and state laws. In California, the EPA has granted most enforcement
authority over federal hazardous materials regulations to thia@ai Environmental Protection
Agency (CalEPA). In turn, local agencies have been granted responsibility for implementation and
enforcement of many hazardous materials regulations under the Certified Unified Program Agency
(CUPA) program.

Worker healtrand safety and public safety are key issues when dealing with hazardous materials.
Proper handling and disposal of hazardous material is vital if it is disturbed during project
construction. Cal/lOSHA enforces state worker health and safety regulatidad telaonstruction
activities. Regulations include exposure limits, requirements for protective clothing, and training
requirements to prevent exposure to hazardous materials. Cal/OSHA also enforces occupational
health and safety regulations specificédad and asbestos investigations and abatement.

Federal and State

Federal AviatiorRequlationdPart 77

Federal Aviation Regulations, Part 77 Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace (FAR Part 77) sets forth
standards and review requirements for protectingitfspace for safe aircraft operation, particularly

by restricting the height of potential structures and minimizing other potential hazards (such as

reflective surfaces, flashing lights, and electronic interference) to aircraft in flight. These regulation
require that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) be notified of certain proposed construction
projects located within an extended zone defined by an imaginary slope radiating outward for several
miles from an airport 0wiserstand a Eeasts200 feetrin heightialbisee wo u | d
ground.

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liabili(C BRICLA),

commonly known as Superfundas enactedybCongress on December 11, 1980. This law created a
tax on the chemical and petroleum industries and provided bedadal authority to respond directly

to releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances that may endanger public health or the
environment. Over five years, $1.6 billion was collected and the tax went to a trust fund for cleaning
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up abandoned or uncontrolled hazardous waste sites. CERCLA accomplished the following
objectives:

1 Established prohibitions and requiremesdscerning closed and abandoned hazardous waste
sites

1 Provided for liability of persons responsible for releases of hazardous waste at these sites
9 Established a trust fund to provide for cleanup when no responsible party could be identified

The law authdzes two kinds of response actions:

1 Shortterm removals, where actions may be taken to address releases or threatened releases
requiring prompt response; and

1 Longterm remedial response actions that permanently and significantly reduce the dangers
assocated with releases tireatsof releases of hazardous substances that are serious, but
not immediately lifethreatening. These actions can be completed only at sites listed on the
EPAG6s National Priorities List

CERCLA also enabled the revision of thetidaal Contingency Plan (NCP). The NCP provided the
guidelines and procedures needed to respond to releases and threatened releases of hazardous
substances, pollutants, or contaminants. The NCP also established the Nationgd<Frist{tNPL)
which is alist of sites of national priority among the known releases or threatened releases of
hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminatisghoutthe U.S. and its territorie$he NPL
serves as a guide to the U.S. EPA in determining which sites waurtirrfinvestigatior?

CERCLA was amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorizatiom @ctober 17,

1986°

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), enacted in 1976, is the principal federal law
in the United States governing the disposal of solid waste and hazardousREifegivesthe EPA

the authority to control hazardous waste from the "criaxtiiee grave.” This includes the generation,
transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste. RCRAs#tsthset

framework for the management of Rbazardous solid wastes.

The Federal Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendn{el88/A) arethe 1984 amendments to RCRA

that focused on waste minimizatigrhasing out land disposal of hazardous wastécorrective

action for releases. Some of the other mandates of this law include increased enforcement authority
for the EPA, more stringent hardous waste management standards, and a comprehensive
underground storage tank progré&im.

59 United State Environmental Protection Agency. Superfund: National Priorities List (NPL). Accessed December

16, 2021 https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfungtionatprioritieslist-npl.

%United States Environment al Protection Agency. ASuperf
2021. https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfucerclaoverview

Uni ted States Envi r orSomanary af the Resoorte €€aonservation addgRecovery Act
Accessed Decend 16, 2021https://www.epa.gov/lawsegulations/summaryesourceconservatiorandrecovery
act

ot
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Government Code Section 65962.5

Section 65962.5 of the Government Code requires CalEPA to develop and update a list of hazardous
waste and substances sites, knowtha Cortese List. The Cortese List is used by state and local
agencies and developers to comply with CEQA requirements. The Cortese List includes hazardous
substance release sites identified by the Departmdrat Substances Control (DTSC) aBtate

Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB

Toxic Substances Control Act

The Toxic Substances Control AGCSCA) of 1976 provideshe EPA with authority to require

reporting, recorékeeping and testing requirements, and restrictions relating to chemical substances
and/or mixtures. Certain substances are generally excluded from TSCA, including, among others,
food, drugs, cosmeticand esticides. The TSCA addresses the production, importation, use, and
disposal of specific chemicals including polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), asbestos aratitaad
based paint.

AsbestosContaining Materials

Friable asbestos is any asbestoataining material (ACM) that, when dry, can easily be crumbled or
pulverized to a powder by hand, allowing the asbestos particles to become airborne. Common
examples of products that have been found to contain friable asbestos include acoustical ceilings
plaster, wallboard, and thermal insulation for water heaters and pipes. Common examples of non
friable ACMs are asphalt roofing shingles, vinyl floor tiles, and transite siding made with cement.
The EPA phased out use of friable asbestos products bet®&8rand 1978. National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air PollutafféESHAP)guidelines require that potentially friable ACMs

be removed prior to building demolition or remodeling that may disturb the ACMs.

CCRTitle 8, Section1532.1

The Unhited StatesConsumer Product Safety Commission banned the use elbésad paint in 1978.
Removal of older structures with lebdsed paint is subject to requirements outlinethby
Cal/OSHA Lead in Construction Standa@CRTitle 8, Section1532.1 during denibion activities.
Requirements include employee training, employee air monitoring, and dust control-baksst
paint is peeling, flaking, or blistered, it is required to be removed prior to demolition.

Regional and Local

Norman Y. Mineta San Josétémnational Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan

The Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport (Airport) is located approxiniaBatyiles
southeast of the project sifEhe project site is not located within the Airport Influence Area (AlA)
of the Arport, as defined by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP).

2California EnvironmentalstPDat actRieconuhAgescy. AtCerstses e DI
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/
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Federal Aviation Administration Requlations

Federal Aviation Regul at i anshl eP aArFARFRAT/C)sEdONj ect s
forth standards and review requirements for mtotg the airspace for safe aircraft operation,

particularly by restricting the height of potential structures and minimizing other potential hazards

(such as reflective surfaces, flashing lights, and electronic interference) to aircraft inrfigdt.

regulations require that the FA#e notified of certain proposed construction projects located within

an extended zone defined by an imaginary sl ope
runways

Santa Clara Emergency Operations Plan

In Jure 2016, the Citpf Santa Claradopted an Emergency Operations REOP) to addrss the

planned response of the City of Santa Clara to emergency situations associated with rastees dis
and technological incidents, as welldemical, biological, @iological, nuclear, and explosive
emergenciesThe EOP establishes the emergency organization, assign tasks, specifies policies and
general procedures, and provides for coordination of planning efforts for emergency events such as
earthquake, flooding, dafailure, and hazardous materials responses.

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan includes policies that address hazards and hazardous
materials during the planning horizon of the General Alha.following goals, poties, and actions
are applicable to the proposed project:

Policies Description

5.10.5P22 Regulate development on sites with known or suspected contamination of soil anc
groundwater to ensure that construction workers, the public, fotgrgants, and the
environment are adequately protected from hazards associated with contaminatio
accordance with applicable regulations.

5.10.5P24  Protect City residents from risks inherent in the transport, distribution, use and stc
of hazardos materials.

5.10.5P25 Use Best Management Practices to control the transport of hazardous substance:
identify appropriate haul routes to minimize community exposure to potential haze

5.10.5P26  Survey prel980 buildings and abate algadbased paint and asbestos prior to
structural renovation and demolition, in compliance with all applicable regulations.

5.10.5P33 Limit the height of structures in accordance with the Federal Aviation Administratit
Federal Aviation Regulations, FARart 77 criteria.

4.9.1.2 Existing and Historic Site Conditions
Site History and Current Use

Based orareviewof historic aerial photographs, the project site consisted of undeveloped land and
agricultural land with internal roads from the 1930s to the 1960deWo structures that show of
pesticide/herbicide/chemical storage/mixing areas were identified in the aerial photographs, typically,
crops are maintained with chemicals applied as a normal agricultural process. No surficial evidence
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of misuse, applicabn of residual materials from pesticides, herbicides, or fertilizers were observed
during the site reconnaissance however, as with any agriculturally developed land, there is a
possibility that pesticides, herbicides, or fertilizers have been appliedfdrerthe presence of these
agricultural chemicals could be present in thesiv@ soils.

From 1968 to 1970, the site was undeveloped land. In 1974, the existing 30,000 square foot office
building onsite was constructed. The building includes multgdfeces, break rooms, and

conference rooms. The office building has been unoccupied since 2018. The site consists of a surface
parking lot and limited landscaping. A site reconnaissance was completed on August 20, 2021. No
evidence of recognized environnt@inconditions was observed at the site.

Asbestos and Leadased Paint

Exposure to asbesta®ntaining materials (ACMs) and leddsed paint (LBP) can result in adverse
health effects, including effects to the central nervous system and vital orgzivis.aad LBP were
common building products/materials until the 1970s. In 1978, the U.S. Consumer Product Safety
Commission banedthe sale of leatbased paint. The existing office building was constructed in
1974. Based on an initial asbestos analysis i fmaterials for the office building, the building
interior contains ACMs. Given the age of the existing office building, it is possible that LBP is
present ossite.

Requlatory Database Listings

A review of regulatory environmental databasarches was completed for the project site and
surrounding properties. The project site was listed on two environmental databases as shown in Table
4.9-1 below.

Table 4.9-1: Project Site Listings on Regulatay Databases

Database Listing Description Potential Impact
Facility Registry The database listings are associatg The listings do not have any
Service/Facility Index with the site being regulated as a | violations associated with them
(FINDS/FRS) small source of air point pollution | nor do they identify a release t¢
Emissions with BAAQMD for anemergency | the project site. Based on this

backup generator osite. information, the emergency
backup generator is not
considered a recognized
environmental codition.

Subsurface Investigation

A total of 10 soil borings were taken on the project site with soil samples taken a one and four feet
bgs Groundwater was not encountering in any soil borings. The samples were tested for chlorinated
pesticides and oreample was found to have a measurable concenti@tiobE at 0.054 milligrams

per kilogram (mg/kg). The RWQCB Environmental Screening Levels (ESLSs) for residential land
uses have a threshold of 0.65 mg/kg. The level of contamination documertitel ishelow the

ESL residential threshold.
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4.9.1.3 Surrounding Land Uses
Historical and Current Uses of the Surrounding Properties

The surrounding properties consisted of agricultural or fallow land (to the north), undeveloped land
to the east and south, and agricrdtdand and a singi&amily residence to the west from the 1930s

to the 1960. In 1968, the adjacent property to the north was developed with the existing church
building and the property to the east of Lincoln Street was developed with the existinglCity H
structures in their current configuration. The property to the ssastundevelopedandfrom the

1930s to the 196C@nd was developeadith the current hotel buildingy 1971. By 1974, the property

to the south was in its current configuration anduided the existing hotel building and bank with
various tenants. The property to the west was developed with-famgily residencefrom 1968

until the latel980s. Since the early 1990s, the property to the west has been developed in its current
configuration with residences.

Given the former agricultural uses at the properties to the north and west, there is the possibility that
pesticides, herbicides, or fertilizers have been applied to these properties, which may have affected
the project site.

Regulatory Databases

Based on a review of regulatory environmental databases within one mile of the sitesite off
facilities/properties on the database listings have the potential to significantly affect environmental
conditions at the project site, basmdthe following factors:

the nature of the listing;

the use of the facility;

when the facility was listed and its current listed status;

the developmental density of the setting;

the potential for vapors to encroach from the property;

the distance between the listing and project site related to whether releases are likely to
migrate based on local surface and subsurface drainage conditions;

the contaminant of concern; and/or

1 thepresence of intervening drainage divides; and/or inferred groundwater movement.

=4 =4 =4 4 -4 4

=

The following facility shown in Table 4-92, located approximately 236eteast of the site, was
listed on regulatory databases, however, it does not represent a recegnizedmental condition.
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Table 4.9-2: Nearby Project Site Listings on Regulatory Databases

Site Address, Name, and

Database Listing Description Potential Impact
Santa Clara Police These listings are associated with the | Giventhe caseclosure and
Department removal of a number of USTs from the | the former USTs had no

1541 Civic Center Drive | site between 1985 ar2d01.Due to lav significant effet on
Santa Clara, California concentrations of gasoline hydrocarbon| groundwaterthis property
identified in the soiknd groundwatetthe | is not considered an

Listed on LOP Santa Clarg site received closure on ApéB, 2004, environmental concern for
LUST, HHSS, Hist Tank, | from the Santa Clara Department of the site.

UST SWEEPS Environmental Health LOP

Notes:

1LOP Santa Clara: Local Oversight Program: Santa Clara County Department of Environmental Health
LUST: Leaking Underground Storage Tank

HHSS: Historical Hazardous Substance Storage Information Database

Hist Tank: Historical Hazardous Substance Storage Container Inforniafacility Summary

UST SWEEPS: Underground Storage Tank Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System

49.1.4 Other Hazards
Airports

The nearest airport to the site project site the Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport,
approximately 1.3 miles east of théesiDevelopment within the AIA could be subject to hazards

from aircraft and pose hazards to aircraft traveling to and from the airport. The AlA is a composite of
areas surrounding the airport that are affected by noise, height and safety considefragms. T

hazards are addressed in federal and state regulations as well as in land use regulations and policies
in the CLUP. The project site is not located within the AIA nor the safety zones designated by the
CLUP.

Based on FAA FAR Part 77 regulationaygroposed structure of a height greater than
approximately5 feet in heightabovethe ground surfacés required to be submitted to tRAA for
airspace safety revief¥.

Wildfire Hazards

The project site is located in an urbanized area of Santa @lararding to the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the project site is not located within a
moderate, high, or very high fire hazard severity zone (FH5Z).

53 Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airpdlttice Requirement Criteria for Filing FAA Fo 74601

2013.

4CAL FI RE: Of fice of the State Fire Marshal. AFire Haz:
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfirplanningengineering/wildlanéhazardsouilding-codes/firehazard

severityzonesmaps/
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49.2 Impact Discussion

Lessthan

Potentially N . Lessthan
- Significantwith -
Significant e Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P

Would the project:

1) Create a significant hazard to the public or t ] ] X ]
environment through the routine transport, L
or disposal of hazardous materials?

2) Create a significant hazard to the public or t ] X ] ]
environment through reasonably foreseeabl
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

3) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazard ] L] X L]
or acutely lazardous materials, substances,
waste within ongjuarter mile of an existing o
proposed school?

4) Be located on a site which is included on a | ] ] X ]
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursL
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, .
a resultwould it create a significant hazard t
the public or the environment?

5) For a project located within an airport land u ] ] ] X
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or publc use airportresult in a safety hazard
or excessive noiser people residing or
working in the project area?

6) Impair implementation of or physically ] ] ] =
interfere with an adopted emergency respor
plan or emergencgvacuation plan?

7) Expose people or structuresther directly or ] ] ] =
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires?

Impact HAZ-1:  The project wouldhot create asignificant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials (Less than Significant Impact)

Site Operation

Operation of the proposed projeduldinclude theuse and storage of small quaestof chemicals

for janitorial cleaning and landscape maintenancen@iancewith applicable federal, state, and

local handling, storage, and disposal requirements would avoid significant hazards to the public or
the environment created by the routirenBport, use, or disposal of these substalicess Than
Significant Impact)
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Construction

No longterm release of hazardous materials into the environment would occur as a result of project
implementation. Project construction would require the temparse of heavy equipment.

Construction would also require the use of hazardous materials including petroleum products,
lubricants, cleaners, paints, and solvents. The use and storage of hazardous materials in the City of
Santa Clara is regulated thye Sarta Clara Fire Department. Construction of the proposed project
would conform to the requirements of tBanta Clara County Department of Environmental Health
(SCCDEH. Compliance with applicable federal, state, and local handling, storage, and disposal
requirements would ensure that no significant hazards to the public or the environment are created by
these routin@ctivities. The project would also implement mitigatmeasures MM HAZ2.1

through MM HAZ-2.4 and ACM/LBP conditions below to ensure proper handling and disposal of
contaminated soil. Fohese reasons, the storage and handling of hazardous materials on the site,
under the proposed project, would not reBul significant impactLess than Significant Impact)

Impact HAZ-2:  The project wouldhot create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditic
involving the release dfazardous materials into the environméiness than
Significant Impact)

Agricultural Chemicals

Given the project site and adjacent properties to the north andveresised for agricultural
purposes untiat leastL960,it is possiblethat agriculturachemicals, such as pesticides, herbicides
and fertilizers, were used on site. Soilssite and groundwater beneath the site cbakk
potentially be contaminated with agricultural chemicals, which could be released into the
environmenduring construgbn.

A subsurface investigation of the soil-site concluded that there are residttdbrinated pesticides
onsite. The contaminates are, however, in concentrations below the RWQCB ESL residential
threshold.

The probability of encountering groundwats low due to the depth of excavation for utilities
relative to the depth of shallow groundwatersiie. In addition, there are no recorded releases of
off-site contaminants upgradient of the project site which could have resulted in contaminated
grourdwater migrating onto the project site.

In addition, dust control measures would be implemented during all applicable phases of construction
(refer to Section 4.3, Air Quality of this Initial Studyjor these reasons, adjacent land uses and
constructiorworkers would not be exposed to contaminated soils and/or ground{iats . Than
Significant Impact)

Asbestos Containing Materials/Leadbased Paint

The existing office building osite contains ACMs and may contain LBP due toatye of the
building. Because the project proposes to demolish the existing structurejepthasbestos survey
must becompletedunder National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
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guidelinesIn addition, NESHAP guidelines require that altgxdially friable ACMs be removed
prior to building demolition or renovation that may disturb the ACMs.

Demolition of the existindpuilding on the project site could expose construction workers to harmful
levels of ACMs or lead

The projectwould berequired to conform to the following regulatory programs and to implement the
following measures to reduce impactmstruction workas a condition of project approydue to

the presence of ACMs and/bBP, to a less than significant level

Conditions of Approval

1 In conformance withtate and local laws, a visual inspectionfdesmolition survey, and
possible sampling, shall be conducted prior to the demolition-sfterbuildings to
determine the presence of asbestostaining materialsral/orLBP.

1 Prior to demolition activities, all building materials containit®BP shall be removed in
accordance with Cal/lOSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, California Code of
Regulations 1532.1, including employee training, employee air morgiaimd dust control
Any debris or soil containing ledaased paint or coatings would be disposed of at landfills
that meet acceptance criteria for the waste being disposed.

1 All potentially friable ACMs shall be removed in accordance with National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) guidelines prior to any building
demolition orrenovation that may disturb the materi@l§ demolition activities will be
undertaken in accordance with Cal/OSHA standards contained in Title 8 of CCienSect
1529, to protect workers from exposure to asbestos.

1 A registered asbestos abatement contractor shall be retained to remove and dispose of ACMs
identified in the asbestos survey performed for the site in accordance with the standards
stated above.

1 Mateirals containing more than one percent asbestos are also subject to BAAQMD
regulationsRemoval of materials containing more than one percent asbestos shall be
completed in accordance with BAAQMD requirements.

Conformance with the aforementioned regulateqguirementsvould ensure project construction
would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment from accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials (i.e., asbestos and lead) into the envirhasent.
Than Significant Impact)

Impact HAZ-3:  The project wouldhotemit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste withiguameer mile of
an existing or proposed schofiless than Significant Impact)

The nearest school to the project site is Scott Lane Preschool locag#beicott Bulevard,
approximately onejuarter mile northwest of the project site. As discussed under khigett2, the
project applicant will impgment mitigation measures MM HAZ 1 through MM HAZ2.4 and
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ACM/LBP conditions to ensure proper handling of soil and prevent the release of hazardous wastes

into the environment. The project would also implement conditions of approval and mitigation

measue MM AIR-1.1 to reduce emissions of construction criteria pollutants and TACs. Given the
distance the site from the nearest school and with the implementation of the aforementioned

measures, the project would not result in a significant impact, froméhpgct 6 s hazar dous
emissions to nearby schoolkess than Significant Impact)

Impact HAZ -4:  The project wouldotbe located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Sectis
659625 and, as a result, create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment(No Impact)

The project is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would not cresignificant hazard to the public or the
environmenf®. The project will implement mitigation measures MM HRZL through MM HAZ

2.4 and ACM/LBP conditions to avoid exposure of the public to contaminated soil/groundwater and
prevent the release hazardoustenial release of hazardous materials into the environnidmt. (

Impact)

Impact HAZ-5:  The project would be located within an airport land use plan or and woul
within two miles of a public airport. The project would not result in a safel
hazard or esessive noise for people residing or working in the project are
(Less than Significant Impact)

The site is 1.3 miles west of the Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport. New development
within the AIA can be subject to hazards from aircraft pose hazards to aircraft traveling to and

from the airport. The project site is not located within the AIA nor the safety zones designated by the
CLUP.

The proposedive-story multi-family residentiabuilding would be approximately 60 feet tall at the

top of the roof. Since the maximum height of the proposed building is above 45 feet tall, the project
applicant would be required to submit the proposed project to the FAA for airspace safety review.
With the subsequent FAA issuance oflmazard determinations, the project would be compatible

with aircraft operations and would not result in a significant aircraft safety hdkzass. than

Significant Impact)

Impact HAZ-6:  The project wouldhotimpair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuatigiNplan
Impact)

In June 2016, the City adopted an Emergency Response Plan, which addresses the planned response
of the City of Santa Clara to emerggrsituations associated with natural disasters, technological
incidents, and chemical, biological, radiological, nuclear, and explosive emergencies. The project

65 CalEPA.Cortese List Data Resourcesccessedecember 16, 2021
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/
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would include construction of a residential development and would comply with relevant building
and fire codes. fie proposed project would naohereforejmpair or interfere with the
implementation of an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuat{dograpact)

Impact HAZ-7:  The project wouldhot expose people or structures, eitbgectly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland
fires. (No Impact)

The project site is in a developed urban area and it is not adjacent to any wildland areas that would be
susceptible to fireThe project site is not located in a fire hazard severity zone (FH&Zjefore,
implementation of the proposed project would not expose people or structures in the project area to
wildland fires.(No Impact)

493 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@&Cal.

4th 369(BIA v. BAAQMD) effects of the environment on the project are not considered CEQA
impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposes only because the City of
Santa Clara has policies that address existing hazards and hazaatetials conditions affecting a
proposed project.

Theproject would comply with the followingeneral Plapolicies to reduce hazardous materials
effects on future residents pffoject:

1 Policy 5.10.5P22: Regulate develapenton sites with known asuspected contamination of
soil and/or groundwater to ensure that construction workers, the public, future occupants and
the environment are adequately protected from hazards associated with contamination, in
accordance with applicable regulations

1 Policy 5.10.5P23 Require appropriate cleamp and remediation of contaminated sites

1 Policy 5.10.5P25 Use Best Management Practices to control the transport of hazardous
substances to identify appropriate haul routes to minimize community expogaterndal
hazards

Based on th@hasellESA, past agricultural chemicals usedsite havenotimpacted the surface
and subsurface soils of the property. &dfte properties listed in regulatory databases were not
considered an environmental concerntfe site du¢o factors such as the distance between the
listing and project site, themediation otontaminarg of concern; and/or inferred groundwater
movement. Therefore, the project would be consistent with Policy SPR25Policy 5.10.5°23,
andPolicy 5.10.5P25 and would not pose a safety risk to future residents

In addition, a vapor encroachment screening (VES) was completed for the project site. The purpose
of a VES is to identify a vapor encroachment condition (VEC), which is definde gsesence or

likely presence of chemicals of concern vapors in the subsurface of the site caused by the release of
vapors from contaminated soil either on or near thelsitermation regarding the potential presence
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of releases on or near the projeats shat were researched as a part of the Phase | ESA pvaaess
utilized for the screenin@ased on a VES completed) evidence of VECwere identifiedat the
site. Therefore, the project would comply with all applicable City policies pertaining tard¢hazs
materials.
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4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

4.10.1 Environmental Setting

4.10.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

The feder al Cl ean Wat &ploghedMaterdnatity Comatrbl iAdt arg timei a 6 s
primary laws related to water quality @alifornia. Regulations set forth by the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) have been
developed to fulfill the requirements of this legislation. EPA regulations include the National
Pollutant Discharg&limination System (NPDES) permit program, which controls sources that
discharge pollutants into the waters of the United States (e.g., streams, lakes, bays, etc.). These
regulations are implemented at the regional level by the Regional Water Qualitgl@wards
(RWQCBS). The project site is within the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Bay RWQCB.

National Flood Insurance Program

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) established the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) to reduce impacts wfdding on private and public properties. The program

provides subsidized flood insurance to communities that comply with FEMA regulations protecting
development in floodplains. As part of the program, FEMA publishes Flood Insurance Rate Maps
(FIRMs) thatidentify Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHAS). An SFHA is an area that would be
inundated by the orpercent annual chance flood, which is also referred to as the base flood or 100
year flood.

Statewide Construction General Permit

The SWRCB has implementetht NPDES General Construction Permit for the State of California
(Construction General Permit). For projects disturbing one acre or more of soil, a Notice of Intent
(NOI) must be filed with the RWQCB by the project sponsor, and a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared by a qualified professional prior to commencement of
construction and filed with the RWQCB by the project sponsor.Adrestruction General Permit
includes requirements for training, inspections, record keeping, @nakdjects of certain risk

levels, monitoring. The general purpose of the requirements is to minimize the discharge of
pollutants and to protect beneficial uses and receiving waters from the adverse effects of
constructiorrelated storm water discharges.

Regional and Local

San Francisco Bay Basin Plan

The San Francisco Bay RWQCB regulates water quality in accordance with the Water Quality
Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay Basin (Basin Plan). The Basin Plan lists the beneficial uses
that the San Frarszo Bay RWQCB has identified for local aquifers, streams, marshes, rivers, and

the San Francisco Bay, as well as the water quality objectives and criteria that must be met to protect

these uses. The San Francisco Bay RWQCB implements the Basin Planriy as&l enforcing
waste discharge requirements, including permits for nonpoint sources such as the urban runoff
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di scharged by a Cityds stormwater drainage syst
management programs and water quality attainmeategiies.

Municipal Regional Permit Provision C.3

The San Francisco Bay RWQCRBissued the Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Permit

(MRP) in 2015 to regulate stormwater discharges from municipalities and local agencies (co
permittees) iMAlameda, Contra Costa, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties, and the cities of
Fairfield, Suisun City, and Vallef§.Under Provision C.3 of the MRP, new and redevelopment
projects that create or replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface ezgaired to
implement site design, source control, and Low Impact Development-(dfgd stormwater

treatment controls to treat pesinstruction stormwater runoff. LHDased treatment controls are
intended to mai nt ai nydmlpgicfuacionsgnaxenizinghopportunitiessfdir s nat u
infiltration and evapotranspiration, and using stormwater as a resource (e.g. rainwater harvesting for
non-potable uses)The MRP also requires that stormwater treatment meadseipgeperly installed,
opemted, and maintained.

In addition to water quality controls, the MRP requires new development and redevelopment projects
that create or replace one acre or more of impervious surface to manage devetefatesht

increases in peak runoff flow, volume, ahatation, where such hydromodification is likely to cause
increased erosion, silt pollutant generation, or other impacts to local rivers, streams, and creeks.
Projects may be deemed exempt from these requirements if they do not meet the minimized size
threshold, drain into tidally influenced areas or directly into the Bay, or drain into hardened channels,
or if they are infill projects in subwatersheds or catchment areas that are greater than or equal to 65
percent impervious.

Municipal Regional Permiti®vision C.12.f

Provision C.12.f of the MRP requires-permittee agencies to implement a control program for

PCBs that reduces PCB loads by a specified amount during the term of the permit, thereby making
substantial progress toward achieving the urb@off PCBs wasteload allocation in the Basin Plan

by March 203G Programs must include focused implementation of PCB control measures, such as
source control, treatment control, and pollution prevention strategies. Municipalities throughout the
Bay Areaare updating their demolition permit processes to incorporate the management of PCBs in
demolition building materials to ensure PCBs are not discharged to storm drains during demolition.
Buildings constructed between 18&nd 198 that are proposed for defition must be screened for

the presence of PCBs prior to the issuance of a demolition F&rmit.

Water Resources Protection Ordinance and District Well Ordinance

Valley Water operates as the flood control agency for Santa Clara County. Their stewardship also
includes creek restoration, pollution prevention efforts, and groundwater recharge. Permits for well

56 MRP Number CAS612008

57 San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Bolsiwhicipal Regional Stormwater Permit, Provision

C.12.November 19, 2015.

8City of Sant a CIl-Contaning MaMaals BugingrDgmolRiéhs, Solychlorinated Biphenyls

(PCBs) Screening Assessment Applicant Packageo. Access:
https://www.santaclaraca.gov/home/showdocument?id=64431

Civic CenterFamily HousingProject 91 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June2022


https://www.santaclaraca.gov/home/showdocument?id=64431

construction and destruction work, most exploratory baiengroundwater exploration, and projects
within Valley Water property or easements are r
Protection Ordinance and District Well Ordinance.

2016 Groundwater Management Plan

This 2016 Groundwater ManagementPla( GWMP) descri bes the Vall ey \
groundwater management framework, including existing and potential actions to achieve basin
sustainability goals and ensure continued sustainable groundwater manadém&WMP covers

the Santa Clara drl_lagas subbasins, which are located entirely in Santa Clara County. Valley Water
manages a diverse water supply portfolio, with sources including groundwater, local surface water,
imported water, and recycledwat&rb out hal f of t hyeomesfronmlocglé s wat er
sources and the other half comes from imported sodrcesp or t ed wat er i ncludes
Water Project and Central Valley contract supplies and supplies delivered by the San Francisco

Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) tatieis in northern Santa Clara Couritpcal sources include

natural groundwater recharge and surface water supflliess ma | | portion of the ¢
supply is recycled water.

Local groundwater resources mak @plyubopttheynmeedfooundat
be augmented by the Districtds comprehensive wa
the counThésenemdbude the managed recharge of i
lieu recharge through the provisiontofated surface water, acquisition of supplemental water

supplies, and water conservation and recyding.

Dam Safety

Since August 14, 1929, the State of California has regulated dams to prevent failure, safeguard life,
and protect property.he California Water Codentrusts dam safety regulatory power to California
Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSThe DSOD provide oversight

to the design, construction, and maintenance of over Ju2@@ictional sized damis California’°

As part ofits comprehensive dam safety program, Valley Water routinely monitors and studies the
condition of each of its 10 dams. Valley Water also has its own Emergency Operations Center and a
response team that inspects dams after significant earthquakes. &théatry inspection programs
reduce the potential for dam failure.

Construction Dewatering Waste Discharge Requirements

Each of the RWQCBSs regulate construction dewatering discharges to storm drains or surface waters
within its Region under the NPDESggram and Waste Discharge Requirements.

59 valley Water.2016 Groundwater Management P)éanta Clara and Llagas Subbasih®vember 2016.

70 California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dhtftyss://water.ca.gov/Programs/All
Programs/Divisiorof-Safetyof-
Dams#:~:text=Since%20August%2014%2C%201929%2C%20tety36200f%20Dams%20(DSODAccessed
December 14, 2021.
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City of Santa Clara 20102035 General Plan

The Santa Clara 2042035 General Plan includes policies that addressupply, demand, and
quality of hydrolaical resources during the planning horizon of@eneral Plan. The following
goals, policies, and actions are applicable to the proposed project:

Policies Description

5.104-P1 Promote water conservation through development standards, building requirements
landscapelesign guidelinesducation, compliance with the State Water Conservatiol
Landscaping®r di nance, incentives, and ot her
programs.

5. 1 0. Require an adequate water supply and water quality for all new development.

5.104-P6 Maximize the use of recycled water for construction, maintenance, irrigation and ott
appropriate application.

5.10. Require installation of native and | o
newdevelopment and public spaces to reduatewusage.
5.10.4 Encourage diversion of run off from d
P12 landscapedreas and permeable surfaces.
4.10.1.2 Existing Conditions

Storm Drainage System

The City of Santa Clara owns and maintains the stbraimage system which serves the project site.
There is no overland release of stormwater directly into any creek from the project site; all
stormwater enterthe San Tomas Aquino Cregkrough the existing stormwatdrainage system.

Under existing contons, the project site is approximatélg percent impervious (i.e., the site
consistf approximately 45,732 square feet of impervious surfaces). There are existing storm drain
lines that run along Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Street.

Based on the &lley Water Storm Drain Catchment Map for the City of Santa Clara, the project site
drains into a vegetated chanael is located isubwatersheds greater than or equal tp&sent
impervious '*"2 As a result, the project i®t subject to the NPDEBydromodification

requirements.

Groundwater

Groundwater depth in the project area ranges ffdifeetbgsto 12feetbgs’® Groundwater levels
will typically fluctuate seasonally depending on the variations in rainfall, irrigation from landscaping,
andother factors.

"t Valley Water. HMP Storm Drain Catchmemtgcessed December 14, 2021ps://data
valleywater.opendata.arcgis.com/datasetsAstopnrdrain-catchments/explore?location=37.354926%2C
121.956076%2C17.00

72 Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program. C.3 Stormwater HantdéBkApplicability
and Requirements Flow Chalnttps://scvurppp.org/pdfs/1516/c3_handbook 2016/Appendix_E.pdf

73 Professional Service Industries, Inc. Geotechnical EngineeripgrRdanuary 12, 2021.
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Flooding

Based on the FEMA FIRMs (Map No. 0608%20H, dated May 18, 2009), the project site is

located in Flood Zone X. Zone X is defined as areas with 0.2 percent chance of flooding annually;
areas with one percent chance of flooding atlgwith average depths of less than émat or with

drainage areas less than one square mile; and areas protected by levees from the one percent annual
flood.”

Dam Failure

According to thevalley Waterdam failure inundation hazard maps, the progéetis located within
the Lexington Dam failure inundation hazard zone and outside the Anderson Dam failure inundation
zone’®

Seiches and Tsunamis

A seiche is the oscillation of water in an enclosed body of water such as a lake or the San Francisco
Bay. There are no landlocked bodies of water near the project site that would affect the site in the
event of a seiche.

A tsunami is a sea wave genedaly an earthquake, landslide, or other large displacement of water in
the oceanThere are no bodies of water near the project site that would affect the site in the event of a
tsunami’®

A mudflow is the rapid movement of a large mass of mud formed from loose soil andTuater.
project area is flat and there are no mountains in proximity that would affect the site in the event of a
mudflow.

4.10.2 Impact Discussion
. L han
Potentially .es‘.c't. a Lessthan
- Significant L
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Violate any water quality standardswaste L] L] X L]
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground wat

quality?

“Federal Emergency Management Agency. AFEMA Flood Map ¢
14, 2021 https://msc.fema.gov/portal

“Santa Clara Valley WandrReDdertwdicrts.. oi LAdcccad s sDeadnsDec e mber
https://www.valleywater.org/youwater/localdamsandreservoirs

- Inundation Map of Hypothetical Fair Weather Failure of LeniBam (index map). Sheet 13. November 2019.
“California Geological Survey. ATsunami Hazard Area Maj
https://maps.conservation.ca.gogfigformationwarehouse/ts_evacuation/

Civic Centeramily HousingProject 94 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June2022


https://msc.fema.gov/portal
https://www.valleywater.org/your-water/local-dams-and-reservoirs
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/ts_evacuation/

Potentially Lessthan Lessthan

Significant 'Slgn.lf'lcar?t Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:
2) Substantially decreaggoundwater supplies ¢ ] ] = ]
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such th#te project may impede
sustainablgroundwater management of the
basir?

3) Substantially alter the existing drainage patt ] ] = ]
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river
through the addition of impervious surfaces
a manner whickvould:

- result in substantial erosion or siltation-c ] ] X ]
or off-site;
- substantially increase the rate or amoun ] ] X ]

of surface runoff in a manner which wou
result in flooding onor off-site;

- create or contribute runoff water which ] ] X ]
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems ¢
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

- impede or redirect flood flows? ] ] X ]
4) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, i ] ] X ]
release of pollutants due to project inundatic
5) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a ] ] X ]

water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

Impact HYD-1:  The project wouldhotviolate any water quality standards or waste dischar
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground watel
guality. (Less than Significant Impact)

Construction Water Quality Impacts

There is the potential for wat quality impacts to occur during project construction. In addition to
generating dust, litter, oil, and other pollutants that could contaminate runoff from the site,
construction activities would increase the potential for erosion and sedimentati@turidg and
exposing underlying soil to the erosive forces of water and wind. Since construction of the proposed
project would disturb more than one acre of soil, the project would be required to comply with the
NPDES General Permit for Construction Adies. The project would include stormwater quality

BMPs such as directing site runoff into bioretention aeeasusing beneficial landscaping (i.e.,
minimizing irrigation, pesticides, and fertilizer applicatiohhese measures are consistent with the

site design, treatment control and source control requirements of the NPDES General Permit.
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Conditions of Approval: The proposed project would implement the following BMPs in order to
reduce constructierelated water quality impacts.

1 Burlap bags filled with drain rock shall be installed around storm drains to route sediment
and other debris away from the drains.

1 Earthmoving or other dugiroducing activities shall be suspended during periods of high

winds.

1 All exposed or disturbed daurfaces shall be watered at least twice daily to control dust, as
necessary.

1 Stockpiles of soil or other materials that can be blown by the wind shall be watered or
covered.

1 All trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be requicegi@oall trucks or
maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

1 All paved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas adjacent to the construction sites
shall be swept daily (with water sweepers).

1 Vegetation in disturbed areas shall be replanted a&lguis possible.

1 All unpaved entrances to the site shall be filled with rock to knock mud from truck tires prior
to entering City streets. A tire wash system may also be employed at the request of the City.

Implementation of the above conditions of apalavould reduce constructienelated water quality
impacts to less than significant lev@lless than Significant Impact)

PostConstruction Water Quality

The existing and proposed square footages of pervious and impervious surfaces for the project site
are shown below in Table 4.10 Implementation of the project would result in a less than one
percent increase in impervious surfacessit@, compared to existing conditions.
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Table 4.10-1: Pervious and ImperviousSurfaces OnSite
Total Site Area: 141 acres Z)(z(t:z;IVS‘;:iig)reaDisturbed: 1.41 acres(includingclearing,grading,or
Existing Area ProposedArea (ft2) TOtaILf())?eSgt
(ft2) Replaced New Area (ft2)
Impervious Area
Roof 15,192 15,192 18,816 34,053
Parking/Concrete Surfaces 28,742 10,645 -- 10,645
SidewalksandStreets 1,798 1,798 2,097 3,895
Total ImperviousArea 45,732 27,635 20,958 48,593
Total newandreplacedmperviousarea 48,593
PerviousArea
Landscaping 15,678 -- -- 12,817
Total PerviousArea 15,678 -- -- 12,817

Because the proposed project would replace more than 10,000 square feet of impervious surfaces, the
project would be required to comply with the provisions of the NPDES NPRIAs would be

certified by engineers to ensure incorporation of appropriate and effective source control measures to
meet LID requirements to prevent discharge of pollutants, reduce impervious surfaces, retain a
percentage of runoff esite for percolatin, and treatment control measures to remove pollutants

from runoff entering the storm drainage system. Stormwater runefitenvould flow to bie

treatment areas and would be collected visiten catch basins. Stormwater would be treated, then
directedo t he Cityodés stormwater system.

The following measures, based on the RW@NBPsand City requirements, are included in the
proposed project as a condition of project approval to ensure compliance with NPDES permit
requirements to reduce pasinstructionwater quality impacts.

Conditions of Approval: The project applicant shall implement the following measures to reduce
t he pr oj ect écenstiuatign avater quality: p o st

1 When the construction phase is complete, a Notice of Termination (NOT) fGetieral Permit
for Construction will be filed with the RWQCB and the City of Santa Clara. The NOT shall
document that all elements of the SWPPP have been executed, construction materials and waste
have been properly disposed of, and a-{gosistruction stonwater management plan is in place
as described in the SWPPP for the project site.
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1 All post-construction Treatment Control Measures (TCMs) shall be installed, operated, and
maintained by qualified personnel. Gite inlets will be cleaned out at a minimwf once per
year, prior to the wet season.

1 The property owner/site manager shall keep a maintenance and inspection schedule and record to
ensure the TCMs continue to operate effectively for the life of the project. Copies of the schedule
and record muse provided to the City upon request and must be made available for inspection
onsite at all times.

The City will review the projectodés Stormwater C
not exceed the capacity of the local drainage syatairensure compliance with the NPDES permit
requirements to reduce pasinstruction water quality impacts. Therefore, installation and

maintenance of the proposed stormwater treatment systems would result in a less than significant

impact on water qualityfLess Than Significant Impact)

Impact HYD-2:  The project wouldhot substantially decrease groundwater supplies or intel
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may imped
sustainablgroundwater management of the bafiress tan Significant
Impact)

The highest depth to groundwater expected at the project site is approximateBtbgs The

maximum depth of excavation proposedeasernfeetbgsfor the installation of utilities and building
foundations. Any dewatering required for excavation and construction activities would comply with

the Cityof SataCl ar adés requirements for the discharge o
procedures fodischargesDevelopment of the proposed project would include trenching/grading for

utilities but would not have any substantial excavations. The project site is not an aquifer recharge

facility (i.e., streams or ponds). The project would not use groatehwdeplete groundwater supply,

or interfere with groundwater recharge. Therefore, the impact to groundwater would be less than
significant.(Less than Significant Impact)

Impact HYD-3:  The project wouldhot substantially alter the existirdrainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation@n off-site; substantially inerase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site; create or contribute runoff water which would exce
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provi
substantial additional sezes of polluted runoff; or impede or redirect flood
flows. (Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area
through the alteration of any waterway. As a result, the grrejeuld not substantially increase
erosion or increase the rate or amount of stormwater ryhefs than Significant Impact)

Under existing conditions, the storm drainage system has sufficient capacity to convey runoff from
the site. Implementation @ie project would result in a less than one percent increase in impervious
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surfaces compared to existing conditions, which would not substantially increase stormwater runoff.

In addition, the projeatvould be required to comply with the NPDES MRJguirenentswhich

would reduce the total volume of stormwater exiting the gigeefore, runoff from the project site

would not exceed the capacity of the local drainage system. With the implementation of the

conditions of approval to reduce constructretated water quality impacts discussed in the response

to Impact HYD1 and compliance with the pestnstruction NPDES MRP requirements to reduce or

prevent discharge of pollutants from stormwater runoff, the project would not provide substantial
additionalsouces of polluted runoff to the Cityds stor
flood hazard area, and, therefore, the project would not impede or redirect flood flessThan

Significant Impact)

Impact HYD-4:  The project wouldhotrisk release of pollutants due to project inundation in
flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zar(gess than Significantimpact)

The project site is located within Flood Zone X and is not located in a flood hazard area. The project
site is not subject to inundation by tsunami or seiche; therefore, there would be no risk of release of
pollutants at the project site due to floodsnesmis, or seiches.

The project site is within the Lexington Dam failure inundation hazard zone and outside the
Anderson Dam failure inundation zores discussed in Section 4.10dk, a part of its

comprehensive dam safety program, Valley Water routimelgitors and studies the condition of

each of its 10 dams. Valley Water also has its own Emergency Operations Center and a response
team that inspects dams after significant earthquak@sh reduces the risk of dam failur@iven

the project would impl@ent mitigation measures MM HAZ.1 through MM HAZ2.4 and

conditions of approval to avoid the release of contamirerdghe low risk of dam failur¢he

project would not result in a significant release of pollutants in the environment from inundation.
(Less than Significantimpact)

Impact HYD-5:  The project wouldhot conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management(pkss than
Significant Impact)

The proposed project would implemenetBMPs and conditions of project approval identified
under Impact HYDBL, theNPDES General Construction Permit requirements tlam@&anta Clara
Valley Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Program, Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution
Prevention Progra, and theUrban Runoff Management PlaequirementsTherefore, the proposed
project wouldnot conflict or obstruct implementation of a water quality control .[{lagss than
Significant Impact)
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4.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

411.1 Environmental Setting

4.11.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Regional

Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan

The projectsiteisotl ocat ed within the AI A, as defined by
Santa Clara County ALUC on May 25, 2041id amended Nov. 16, 20Ihe CLUP includes land

use compatibility policies and standards, which form the basis for evaluating the land use

compatibility of individual projects with the Airport and its operatidgisndards in the CLUP focus

on the threareas of ALUC responsibility: 1) aircraft noise, 2) the safety of persons on the ground

and in aircraft, and 3) the control of objects in navigable airspace

Proposals for amendments to general or specific plans and either building or zoning redufations
local agencies must be submitted to the ALUC for a determination of considteadglition,
development projects that are higher than 200 feet above ground level are also encouraged to be
submitted for review by the ALUGRecommendations made by theUC are advisory to local
jurisdictions, not mandatory

Applicable CLUP land use policies to the project include the following listed below.

Policies Description

G-5 Wherelegally alloweddedication of an avigation easement to the City of San JoBdsha
required to be offered as a condition of approval on all projects located within an Airport Inflt
Area, other than reconstruction projects

G-7 All new exterior lighting within the AIA shall be designed so as to creatrtadierence with
aircraft operationsSuch lighting shall be constructed and located so that only the intended ar
illuminated and offsite glare is fully controlledThe lighting shall be arrayed in such a manner 1
it cannot be mistaken fairport approach or runway lights by pilots.

O-1 All new projects within the AIA that are subject to discretionary review and approval shall be
required to dedicate in compliance with state law, an avigation easement to the City of San .

Local

Sant Clara General Plan

The City of Santa Clara adopted its comprehensive-20B8 General Plan in November 20a@d
amended it in December 201Fhe General Plan policies applicable to land use include, but are not
limited to, the following:
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Policies Description

General

5.3.1P9 Require new development provide adequate public services and facilities, infrastructure, ant
amenities to serve the new employment or residential growth.

5.3.2P13  Support high density and intensity development withjuartermile of transit hubs and stations
and along transit corridors.

5.3.2P1 Encourage the annual construction of the
housing needs assessment by reducing constraints to housing finance and detelopmen

Residential

5. 3. 2 Affordable housing units dispersed throughout the City to avoid a concentration in any one
neighborhood.

5.3.2P2 Encourage highedensity residential development in transit and mixed areas and in other
locationsthroughout the City where appropriate.

5.3.2P3 Encourage belowrade parking and parking structures for development in Medium Density a
High Density designations.

5.3.2P6 Provide adequate choices for housing tenure, type and location, including degiséy, and
affordability for low- and moderaténcome and special needs household.

Safety

5.10.5P29 Continue to refer proposed projects located within the Airport Influence Area to the Airport L
Use Commission

5.10.5P30 Review thdocation and design of development within Airport Land Use Commission jurisdict
for compatibility with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

5.10.5P31 Discourage schools, hospitals, sensitive uses and critical infrastructure, such as power plan
electric substations and communications facilities, from locating within specified safety zone
the Airport as designated in the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

5.10.5P32 Encourage all new projects within the Airport Influence Area to dedaratevigation easement.

5.10.5P33 Limit the height of structures in accordance with the Federal Aviation Administration Federal
Aviation Regulations, FAR Part 77 criteria

Zoning Code

The intent of the Zoning Code (Title 18 of the City Code) isrtoourage development of various
kinds of living, working and commercial activities in specific areas as defined in general in the
General Plan and to segregate and protect the activities of these areas one from another and to
accomplish the following pugses:

1 To promote the public health, safety, comfort, and general welfare.

1 To conserve the values of property throughout the City and to protect the character and
stability of residential, commercial, professional and manufacturing areas, and to pramote th
orderly and beneficial development of such areas.

1 To provide adequate light, air, privacy, and convenience of access to property.

1 To minimize congestion on the public streets and highways.
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1 To provide for the elimination of incompatible and nonconformisgs of land, buildings,
and structures which are adversely affecting the character and value of desirable development
in each district.

1 To establish official plan lines and building setback lines.

1 To define the powers and duties of the administrativeef$iand bodies as provided herein.

1 To promote efficient urban design arrangement and to secure economy in governmental
expenditures.

T To preserve | andmarks which reflect the City
traditions and promotesense of community identity and historic perspective.

4.11.1.2 Existing Conditions

Theapproximately H-acre site is locateat 1601Civic Center Driv Assessor 6 s Par cel
224-49-006)in the City of Santa Clargsee Figure 3-4 through Figure 3:3). The project site has a

General Plan land use designation of Community Commercial and is zone@&@ral Office.

The Community Commercial designation allows for development of uses such as shopping centers,
ofices, and neighborhood serving retail Wwith a ma
General Office zoning is intended for office, clinmgdge, mortuaryinstruction facility, preghool

and restaurant uses.

The project site is bounded by Lincoln&idt and City Hall to the east, Civic Center Drive and
commercial uses to the south, sintdenily residences to the west, and a church to the nbin.
project sitecontainsa vacant twestory office building asurface parkindpt, and landscaping

4.11.2 Impact Discussion
. Lessthan
Potentially o0 ificantwith  -eSsthan
Significant Mitigation Significant No Impact
Impact 9 Impact
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Physically divide an established community’ O] O] O] X
2) Cause a significant environmental impact dt ] ] X ]
to a conflict with anyand use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoidi
or mitigating an environmental effect?
Impact LU -1: The project wouldhot physically divide an established communitfo

Impact)

The project area includes a mixresidential office, commercial and public and quagiublic (parks
andchurchuse$. Examples of projects that have the potential to physically divide an established
community include new freeways and highways, major arterial streets, and railroad lines. The
project, which proposes to constradive-story multi-family building, would not include the
construction of dividing infrastructure. The project site is located in an area with similar uses and
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patterns of development and, therefore, implementation of the project would not physically divide an
establiled community(No Impact)

Impact LU -2: The project wouldot cause a significant environmental impact due to a
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpc
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effegtess than Sgnificant
Impact)

General Plan

The project proposes to constructi@®-unit multi-family/affordable buildingwvith a residential

density of approximately6 residential units per acweith 82 parking spaced he current

Community Commerciabeneral Plafand use designation only allows for commercial udssa

result, the project proposes a General Plan Amendment to change the land use designatien to High
Density Residential.

The proposedHigh-Density Residential General Plan land use designationersded for
development of midise buildings ranging in density 8% to 50units per acre. Given the proposed
projectwould bel00 percent affordable housing, the project qualifies for a State Density Bonus
which would allow for a density of up &0 dwelling units per acre. As discussed in Section 4.11.1,
the projectwould be consistent witGeneral Plan Policy 5.3.@3 which egourages the
development of affordable housing to be dispersed throughout thél éyoroject is also consistent
with General Plan Policy.3.2P2, which excourage higherdensity residential development in
transit and mixedise areas and in other locats throughout the CityVith approval of the General
Plan Amendment, the project woldd consistent with High Density Residential General Plan
requirements and woulibt conflict with any applicable land use pléiness Than Significant
Impact)

Zoning

The siteod General Oftice 2zomgng O iBtended for office and restaurant bséshe
zoning is not applicable to the specific development currently proposed for the project site
Therefore, the project proposes to rezone the sRéattnedevelopment whichvould allow
development ofthe proposegroject With approval of the rezoning, the project would not conflict
with any applicableoningregulatiors. (Less Than Significant Impact)

Land Use Conflicts

Land use conflicts can arise fraamew development or land use that would cause impacts to persons

or the physical environment in the vicinity of the project site or elsewhere. Potential incompatibility

may arise from placing a particular development or land use at an inappropriat|amatrom

some aspect of the projectbés design or scope. D
land use compatibility conflicts can range from minor irritations and nuisance to potentially

significant effects on human health and safety.

The project is surrounded by church, residential, commegiigl Hall and office usesTt he pr oj ect 6
conformance with various City policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
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environmental effect is discussed in various other sectibtiss Initial Study(e.g., Air Quality,
Noise,andHazards and Hazardous Materjadtc). There are no additional policies pertaining
specifically to land use and planning that were adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect, therefore, the project would not create a significant environmental impact or
create aonflict with any plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effe¢t.ess than Significant Impact)
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4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

412.1 Environmental Setting

4.12.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Surface Mining andReclamation Act

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) was enacted by the California legislature in

1975 to address the need for a continuing supply of mineral resources, and to prevent or minimize the
negative impacts of surface mining to publ@atth, property, and the environment. As mandated

under SMARA, the State Geologist has designated mineral land classifications in order to help
identify and protect mineral resources in areas within the state subject to urban expansion or other
irreversibe land uses which would preclude mineral extraction. SMARA also allowed the State

Mining and Geology Board (SMGB), after receiving classification information from the State
Geologist, to designate lands containing mineral deposits of regional or staseymifieance.

4.12.1.2 Existing Conditions

The City of Santa Clara is located in an area zoned MIR«hich classifies an area where adequate
information indicates that no significant mineral deposits are present. The area is not known to

support significant resoces of any other type. No mineral resources are currently being extracted in

the City. The State Office of Mine Reclamationo
the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) does not include any mines withiity’

4.12.2 Impact Discussion
. L han
Potentially _es§t_ a Lessthan
- Significant -
Significant ] e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Resultin the loss of availability of a known L] O] O] X
mineral resource thatould be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

2) Resultin the lss of availability of a locally ] ] ] X
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?

T City of Santa Clara. 2012035 General Plan Integrated Final EIR. January 2011.
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Impact MIN -1:  The project wouldotresult in the loss of availability of a known mineral

resource that would be wélue to the region and residents of the s(ite
Impact)

As stated above, the proposed project is located in an area where no mineral resources exist or are
expected to be encountered. Therefore, the proposed project would not impact the availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of value to theoregnd residents of the stafido Impact)

Impact MIN -2:  The project wouldhotresult in the loss of availability @locally important

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specifi
plan or other land use plafNo Impact)

As stated above, the proposed project is located in an area where no mineral resources exist or are
expected to be encountered. Therefore, the proposed project would nottmepaeilability of a

locally important mineral resource recovery site delied on a local general plan, specific plan, or
other land use plaiiNo Impact)
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4.13 NOISE AND VIBRATION

This discussion is in part based upddase andVibration assessment prepared by lllingworth &
Rodkin, Inc.in December 2021The assessment is attached to AppeBdix this Initial Study.

4.13.1 Environmental Setting

4.13.1.1 Background Information
Noise

Factorsthatinfluence sound as it is perceived by thenan ear, inclugithe actual level of sound,

period of exposure, frequencies involved, and fluctuation in the noise level during exposure. Noise is
measured on a decibel sgalhich serves as an index of loudness. The zero on the decibel scale is
based a the lowest sound level that the healthy, unimpaired human ear can detect. Each 10 decibel
increase in sound level is perceived as approximately a doubling of loudness. Because the human ear
cannot hear all pitches or frequencies, sound levels are filygadjusted or weighted to correspond

to human hearing. This adjusted unit is known as tweefghted decibel, or dBA.

Since excessive noise levels can adversely affect human activities and human health, federal, state,

and local governmental agenciev@aet forth criteria or planning goals to minimize or avoid these

effects. Noise guidelines agenerallyexpressed using one of several noise averaging methods,
includingLeq, DNL, or CNEL/® These descriptors are used to meaaurel ocati omsés over al
exposure, given that there dimeswhen noise levels are higher (e.g., when a jet is taking off from

an airport or when a leaf blower is operating) amegswhen noise levels are lower (e.g., during lulls

in traffic flows on freeways or in the middéd the night) Lmaxis the maximum Aweighted noise

level during a measurement period.

Vibration

Ground vibration consists of rapidly fluctuating motions or waves with an average motion of zero.
Vibration amplitude can be quantified using Peak Partielecity (PPV), which is defined as the
maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration wave. PPV has been routinely
used to measure and assess grenordeconstructiorvibration. Studies have shown that the
threshold of perception for avage persons is in the range of 0.008 to OuddiReg¢semnd (in/sec)

PPV.

8] oqis a measurement akerage energy level intensity of noise over a given period of BiageNight Level
(DNL) is a 24hour average of noise levels, with a 10 dB penalty applied to noise occurtiveehel 0:00 PM and
7:00 AM. Community Noise Equivalent LevelKEL) includesan additional five dB applied to noise occurring
between 7:00 PM and 10:00 PM. Where traffic noise predominates, the CNEL arar®tyhically within two
dBA of the peakhour Leg
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4.13.1.2 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

Federal Transit Administration Vibration Limits

The US Deartment of Transportation Federal Transit Administration (HTas developed vibration
impact assessment criteria for evaluating vibration impacts associated wsihfrajects FTA has
vibration impact criteria based on maximum overall levels for a single.eMamnimpact criteria for
groundborne vibration aréngwnin Table4.13-1, below. As summarized in Tabk13-1, there are

criteria for frequent events (more than 70 events of the same source per day), occasional events (30
to 70 vibration events of the same source per day), and infrequent events (I&8sitaation

events of the same source per day).

Table 4.13-1: Groundborne Vibration Impact Criteria

Groundborne Vibration Impact Levels
(VdB re 1 pinch/sec, RMS)
Land Use Category Frequent Events Occasional | Infrequent
a Events Events®
_Category 1_| Bundl_ngs wher_e vibration would 65 VAR 65 VAR 65 VdB:
interfere with interior operations.
Category 27 Residences and buildings where 72 VdB 75 VdB 80 VdB
people normally sleep.
Category 31 Institutional land uses with primarily 75 VdB 78 VdB 83 VdB
daytime use.

Notes: VdB re 1 pinch/sec, RMS = Ramiansquare vibration velocity in vibration decibel relative to 1 mcr
inch per second

'"Frequent Eventso is defined as mor e.Most@mpid tran8it v
projects fall into this category.
2fi0ccasional Eventso is defined as bet weeMost30 4

commuter trunk lines have this many operations.

Al nfrequent Event s o ibrationdeeehts afthedsane &indfper dbkis categhra n 3
includes most commuter rail branch lines.

4 This criterion limit is based on levels that are acceptable for most moderately sensitive equipment such
optical microscope¥/ibration sensitive manufaaring or research should always require detailed evaluatior
define the acceptable vibration leveinsuring low vibration levels in a building requires special design of
HVAC systems and stiffened floors.

California Building Code, Title 24, Part 2

The State Building Code, Title 24, Part 2 of the State of California Code of Regulations establishes
uniform minimum noise insulation performance standards to protect persons within new buildings
which house people, including hotels, motels, dormitoriesttmens, and dwellings other than
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singlefamily dwellings Title 24 mandates that interior noise levels attributable to exterior sources
shall not exceed 45 dBA DNL or CNElLin any habitable room.

California Green Building Standards Code

The sateestablished exterior sound transmission control standards feesmential buildings as

set forth in the California Green Building Standards Code, Section 5.507.4.1 and 5.507.4.2.
CALGreenrequires tht wall and roofceiling assemblies exposed to the adjacent roadways have a
composite Sound Transmission Class (SfE@ing of at least 50 or a composite Outdtratoor
Transmission Class (OITC) rating of no less thar&@erior windowsmust havea minimum STC

of 40 or OITC of 30 when the commerciabperty falls within the 65 dBA DNhoise contour for a
freeway or expressway, railroad, industrial source or fg@deway noise source, as determined by
the local geeral plan noise element

Local

SantaClara General Plan

General Plan policieapplicable to noisaclude but are not limited tahe following listed below

Policies Description

5.10.6P1 Review all land use and development proposals for consistency with the General Plan
compatibility sandards and acceptable noise exposure leRelsdential land uses are
considered compatible in noise environments of 55 ABAL or lesswhere the exterior noist
levels are greater than 55 dEMNEL and less than 70 dBA CNEL, the design ofghgect
should include measures to reduce noise levels to acceptable Mnisks levels exceeding 70
dBA CNEL at residential land uses are considered incompaRelgdential land uses proposi
in noise environmas exceeding 70 dBANEL should generajlbe avoided, except when the
residential use is entirely indoors and where interior noisdsleam be maintained at 45 dBA
CNEL or lessCommercial land uses are considered compatible in noise envirtsofeb
dBA CNEL or less.

5.10.6P2 Incorporate noise attenuation measures for all projects that have noise exposure levels g
than Gener al Pl an Anormally acceptabl eo
5.10.6P3 New development should include noise control techniques to reduce noise tableciepels,

including site layout (setbacks, separation and shielding), building treatments (mechanic:
ventilation system, sounghted windows, solid core doors and baffling) and structural meas
(earthen berms and sound walls).

5.10.6P4 Encourage the control of noise at the sodihceugh site desigrbuilding design, landscaping,
hours of operation and other techniques.

5.10.6P5 Require noisgenerating uses near residentiaighborhoodsatinclude solid walls and heavy
landscaping @ing common property lines, andptace compressors anceshanical equipment
in soundproof enclosures.

5.10.6P6 Discourage noise sensitive uses, such as residdrasgstals, schooldibraries and rest homes
from areas with high niee levels, and di®urage higmoise generatg uses from areas
adjacent teensitive uses.

" Title 24 states that the determination of whether to apply DNL or CNiLld be consistent with the metric used
in the noise element of the local general plan.
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City Code

The CityCode establishes noise and vibration level performance standards for fixed.sbecties
9.10040 of the CityCode limits noise levels at residences to 5adBring daytime hours (7:00 AM

to 10:00 PM) and 50 dBA at night (10:00 PM to 7:00 A\kbise levels at commercial uses to 65

dBA during daytime hours and 60 dBA during nighttime hours, and noise levejatantilustrial

uses to 70 dBA at any time. The noise limits are not applicable to emergency work, licensed outdoor
events, Cityowned electric, water, and sewer utility system facilities, construction activities
occurring within allowable hours, permittéceworks displays, or permitted heliparishe City

Code does not define the acoustical time descriptor such, ébé average noise level) onid« (the
maximum instantaneous noise level) that is associated with the aboveAimaesonable

interpretation of the City Code would identify the ambient base noise level criteria as an average or
median noise level @4Ls0).

Section9.10.2300f the Cty Code statesanstruction activities are not permitted within 300 feet of
residentially zoned property except within theireoof 7:00 AM and 6:00 PM on weekdays and 9:00
AM and 6:00 PMon Saturdayd\o construction is permitted on Sundays or holidays.

Section9.10050 of the City Code states #fAlt shal/l be wu
permit, or allow the operation of, any fixed source of vibration of disturbing, excessive, or offensive
vibration on property owned, leased, occupied, oemtise controlled by such person, such that the

vibration originating from such source is above the vibration perception threshold of an individual at

the closest property |l ine point to the vibratio

4.13.1.3 Existing Conditions

The project site is located northwest of the Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Street intersection in the
City of Santa Claral'he project site is occupied bywacant office buildingThe site is boured by

Civic Center Driveand commerial/hoteland office useto the south, Lincoln Streand City Hallto

the easta church to the north, amsithglefamily residences to the west

The noise environment at the site and in the surrounding areas results primarily from vehicular traffic
along Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Stre8&tate Route 8% Camino Real and aircraft associated
with Mineta San José International Airport also contribute to the noise environment.

A noise monitoring survey, which included one léegm and two shoiterm noise measurements,
occurredat the sitdfrom Wednesday September 2921,to Friday October 1, 2021. Additionally, a
second longerm measurememwiccurred at theitefrom Friday November 19021,to Wednesday
November 24, 2021. All measurement locas are shown in Figude13-1.

Long-term noise measurement LITwascollectedapproximately 30 feet from the centerline of Civic
Center Drive and approximately 255 feet from the centerline of Lincoln Street. Hourly average noise
levels at LF1 typicallyranged from 51 to 58 dBAckduring the day and from 45 to 55 dBAglat

night. The average community noise equivalent level (CNEL) fdnd# periods occurring between
Wednesday September 2821 ,and Friday October 2021,was 58 dBA CNEL.
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Long-term measuremehifl -2 wascollectedapproximately 40 feet from the centerline of Lincoln
Street and approximately 75 feet from the centerline of Civic Center Drive. Hourly average noise
levels at LF2 typically ranged from 55 to 61 dBA.dduring theday and from 48 to 59 dBAckat

night on weekdays. On weekends, typical hourly average noise levels ranged from 55 to 6Q dBA L
during the day and from 47 to 58 dBAjlat night. The average CNEL was 62 dBA on weekdays and
ranged from 60 to 61 dBA on weands.

Both shoriterm noise measurements weadlectedon Wednesday September 2921,in 10

minute intervals between 11:40M. and 11:50AM. Shortterm measuremei®T-1 wascollectedin
the northwestern corner of the project site, approximately @dnbrth of the centerline of Civic
Center Drive and approximately 285 feet west of the centerline of Lincoln Street. During this
measurement, 14 passenger cars drove by along Lincoln Street, generating noise levkls at ST
ranging from 45 to 50 dBAAdditionally, anearby slammed car dogeneratechoiselevels up to 62
dBA. The 16minute average noise level at-3was 45 dBA kq(10-min).

Shortterm measuremei®T-2 wascollectedalong the sidewalk at the backyard equivalent location
of 1690 Triton Cart, approximately 20 feet from the centerline of Civic Center Drive. Vehicles
along Civic Center Drive during this dfiinute period generated noise levels of 48 to 50 dBA, and a
scooter generated noise levels up to 61 dBA. The maximum noise level oA#datBdue to a

barking dog. The Hninute average noise level at-8was 54 dBA kq(10-min).

Table4.13-2 summarizes the results of the-iinute noise measurements made atlShd ST2.
Figure 4.131 shows the locations of the shtegtm and longermmeasurements collected at the site
and surrounding area.

Table 4.132: Short-term Measurement Locations
Noise Measurement Locatior(Date, Time) Lmax | Loy | Lao | Loy | Loy | Leqao

ST-1: Northwest corner of project site

(September 29, 20211:40 to 11:50 AM) 62 54 ar 43 | 42 45

ST-2: Backyard equivalent of 1690 Triton Court,
approximately20 feet from the centerline of Civic
Center Drive

(September 29, 2021, 11:40 to 11:50 AM)

Notes:

Lmax= The maximum Aweighted noiséevel during the measurement period.

Lo1, L1o, Lso, Leo= The A-weighted noise levels that are exceeded 10, 50, and 9 percenbf the time
during the measurement period.

Leg(10) =The average Aveighted noise level during tH®-minute interval.

74 67 55 43 40 54

Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport is a pulie airport located approximately 1.3
miles east of the project sit&ircraft were observed to produce noise levels of 48 to 55 dBA in the
project vicinity as well.
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4.13.2 Impact Discussion

Lessthan

Potentially - Lessthan
- Significant -
Significant ] s Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P

Would the project result in:
1) Generation of substantial temporary or ] ] X ]
permanent increase in ambi@waise levels in
the vicinity of the project iexcess of
standards established in the local general pl
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
other agencies?

2) Generation oéxcessive groundborne vibratic ] X L] L]
or groundborne noise levels?
3) For a project located within the vicinity of a ] ] X ]

private airstrip or an airport land use plan o
where such a plamas not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project expose peopl
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Significance Criteria

The following criteria were used to evaluate the significance of environmental noise resuiting fro
the project:

1 A significant noise impact would be identified if the project would generate a substantial
temporary or permanent noise level increase over ambient noise levels at existing noise
sensitive receptors surrounding the project site and thdtlweauoeed applicable noise
standards presented in the General Plan or Municipal Code at existingeasstve
receptors surrounding the project site.

o Hourly average noise levels during construction that would exceed 60 gf24 L
residential land uses exceed 70 dBA dqat commercial land uses and exceed the
ambient noise environment by at least 5 dBAfar a period of more than one year
would constitute a significant temporary noise increase in the project vicinity.

0 A significant permanent noise level increase would occur if prgjecerated traffic
generated by the project or project improvements/operations would substantially
increase noise levels at sensitive receivers in the vicinity. A substantial increase
would occur if: @) the noise level increasdiige (5) dBA CNEL or greater, with a

future noise | evel of Iess than the Anorm
level increase ithree(3) dBA CNEL or greater, with a future noise level equal to or
greate t han the finormally acceptabl edo stand:

0 A significant noise impact would be identified if the project would expose persons to
or generate noise levels that would exceed applicable noise staddscdbedn the
General Plan o€ity Code.
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1 A significart impact would be identified if the construction of the project would generate
excessive vibration levels surrounding receptors. Groundborne vibration levels exceeding 0.3
in/sec PPV would have the potential to result in cosmetic damage to normal buildings

1 A significant noise impact would be identified if the project would expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive aircraft noise levels

Impact NOI-1: The project wouldhotresult in generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project it
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordina
applicable standards of other agencfesss than Significant Impact)

Construction Noise

Noiseimpacts resulting from construction depend upon the noise generated by wgresos
construction equipment, the timing and duration of ngeseerating activities, and the distance
between construction noise sources and reesisitive areas. Consttign noise impacts primarily
result when construction activities occur during naeasitive times of the day (e.g., early morning,
evening, or nighttime hours), the construction occurs in areas immediately adjoiningeTsga/e
land uses, or when csinuction lasts over extended periods of time.

The City Code limits construction activities (including the loading and unloading of materials and
truck movements) within 300 feet of residentially zoned pragsetid the hours of 7:08M to 6:00

PM on weekdays and between the hours of &BDand 6:00PM on Saturdays. No construction is
permitted on Sundays or holidays.

While noise thresholds for temporary canstruct.
Municipal Codethe Federal Transit AdministrationTR) includes daytime construction noise

limits in theTransit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessniahualfrom 2018. During daytime

hours, an exterior threshold of 90 dBAskhall be enforced at residential land uses and 100 dBA L

at commercial and industrial land uses. Therefore, the temporary construction noise impact would be
considered significant if project construction activities produced noise levels exceeding 2Q,dBA

at residential land uses or 100 dBA; Bt commercial land uses surrounding the site.

Construction activities generate considerable amounts of noise, especially durirg@ariy

activities when heavy equipment is used. The typical range of maximsiantaneous noise levels

for the proposed project would be 70 to 90 dBAwat a distance of 50 feet. Tablel3-3 shows

typical hourly average constructigenerated noise levels measured at a distance of 50 feet from the
center of the site during by construction periods (e.g., earth moving equipment, impact tools, etc.).
As shown in Tablé.133, typical residential buildings generate construction noise levels ranging
from 72 to 88 dBA kqat a distance of 50 feet from the center of the activeGaastruction

generated noise levels drop off at a rate of aboudBA per doubling of the distance between the
source and receptor. Shielding by buildings or terrain often result in lower construction noise levels
at distant receptors; however, for pases othis assessmentonstruction noise levels are estimated
assuming no attenuation due to intervening buildings or structures.
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Table 4.133: Typical Ranges of Construction Noise at 50 feet,ek (dBA)
Industrial
Parking Garage,
Religious Public Works
Office Building, Amusementand Roadsand
Hotel, Hospital, Recreations, Highways,
Domestic School, Public Store, Service Sewers, and
Housing Works Station Trenches
I |1 Il I Il I Il
Ground
Clearing 83 83| 84 84 | 84 83 | 84 84
Excavation 88 75 | 89 79 | 89 71 | 88 78
Foundations | 81 81| 78 78 | 77 77 | 88 88
Building 81 65 | 87 75| 84 72 | 79 78
Construction
Finishing 88 72 | 89 75| 89 74 | 84 84
I T All pertinent equipment presenttht site.
Il T Minimum required equipment presentla¢ site.
Source: lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. Civic Center Family Housing Noise and Vibration Assessment. Decem
2021.

Construction for the proposed projeabtuld havea duration obpproximately 8 months.

Construction activities for the proposed project lddae completed in phases. During each phase of
construction, there would be a different mix of equipment operating, and noise levels would vary by
phase and vary within phases, based on the amount of equipment in operation and the location at
which the egipment is operating-or the purposes tiiis assessment and to provide a conservative

estimateit is assumed thatll pieces of equipmentould operatesimultaneouslyor each phase

Based on the hourly average noise levels calculatedReilleral Higp w a y
(F HWA)&Readway Construction Noise Mod&CNM), construction noise levels for each
construction phase weessumed to be at tleenter of the project site, which represents the
geometrical center of the active construction sitéhéoproperty lines of the receiving land uses
surrounding the site.

Admi ni

The estimated construction noise lewetsuld not excee@0 dBA Leqatthe adjacent residences or

church or 10@BA Leqat the adjacent commercial properti€se maximum noise levels estimated

at the residences to the wasid church to the nortfuring construction would be approximat&ly

dBA Leg The maximum construction noise levels at the City Hall buildings ananesaial buildings

would be approximately 76 dBAck(refer toTable 7 in the noise assessment providedjgpendix

E).

Civic Centeramily HousingProject

City of Santa Clara

115

Initial Study
June2022

strati

0 n



Reasonable regulation of the hours of construction, as well as regulation of the arrival and operation
of heavy equipment and the deiy of construction materslare necessary to protect the health and
safety of persons, promote the general welfare of the community, and maintain the quality of life.
The construction crew shall adhere to the following construction best managemeoé pagch

condition of project approvab reduce construction noise levels emanating from the siteednde
disruption and annoyance at existing nessasitive receptors in the project vicinity.

Conditions of Approval

The project applicant shall delop a construction noise control plan, including, but not limited to,
the following available controls:

1 Ensure that excavating, grading and filling activities, and other construction activities
(including the loading and unloading of materials andkmovements) within 300 feet of
residentially zoned property, including hotel properties, are limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m.
to 6:00 p.m. on weekdays and between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays. No
construction is permitted on Sundayr holidays.

1 Construct temporary noise barriers, where feasible, to screen stationargemesating
equipment. Temporary noise barrier fences would provide a 5 dBA noise reduction if the
noise barrier interrupts the lired-sight between the noisewsoe and receptor and if the
barrier is constructed in a manner that eliminates any cracks or gaps.

1 Equip all internal combustion engiagiven equipment with intake and exhaust mufflers that
are in good condition and appropriate for the equipment.

1 Unnecessary idling of internal combustion enginedl &e prohibited.

1 Locate stationary noisgeneratig equipment, such as air compressors or portable power
generators, as far as possible from sensitive receptors as feasible. If they must be located near
receptors, adequate muffling (with enclosures where feasible and appropriate) shall be used
to reduce nise levels at the adjacent sensitive receptors. Any enclosure openings or venting
shall face away from sensitive receptors.

9 Utilize "quiet" air compressors and other stationary noise sources where technology exists.
1 Construction staging areas shalldstablished at locations that will create the greatest
distance between the constructi@iated noise sources and nessmsitive receptors nearest

the project site during all project construction.

1 Locate material stockpiles, as well as maintenancedetgnt staging and parking areas, as
far as feasible from residential receptors.

1 Route constructiomelated traffic along major roadways and as far as feasible from sensitive
receptors.
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T Control noise from constr uct iare notaudbielter sé r ad
existing residences bordering the project site.

1 The contractor shall prepare a detailed construction schedule for majegans@ting
construction activities. The construction plan shadlude notification tadjacent residential
land use®f scheduled construction actigs.

1 Designate a "disturbance coordinator" who would be responsible for responding to any
complaints about construction noise. The disturbance coordinator will determine the cause of
the noise complaint (e.g., thanuffler, etc.) and will require that reasonable measures be
implemented to correct the problem. Conspicuously post a telephone number for the
disturbance coordinator at the construction site and include in it the notice sent to neighbors
regarding the awstruction schedule.

Implementation of the abo\eest management practiogsuld reduce construction noise levels,

limit construction hours, and minimize disruption and annoyance. With the implementation of these
best management practices, fiejectwould not result in generation of a substantial increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the projectconflict with theC i t sfafdards established in

the General Plarr City Code.(Less than Significant Impact)

Operational/Permanent Noise Impacts

ProjectGenerated Traffic Noise

Existing ambienhoisemeasurements collected at the project site and vicinity indicate that existing
and future ambient noise levels at the n@gasitive receptors would result in noliseels over 60

dBA CNEL. Therefore, a significant impact would occur if projgeherated traffic increased levels

by three dBA CNEL or more. For reference, a three dBA CNEL noise increase would be expected if
the project would double existing traffic wwhes along a roadway.

Based upon trip generati@stimategprepared by Hexagon Transportation Consultants, the project
would generatdOtrips during the peak AM hour arR trips during the peak PM hour. Compared

to the2016volumes along the surrounding roadwagsimated for a previous projé€these peak

hour trips would result in anedBA CNEL increase under project conditioterefore, the project
generated traffic wouldot cause a substantial permanent noise increase at the surrounding noise
sensitive receptolig excess of applicable noise standards

ProjectGeneratedVlechanicalEquipment Noise Impacts

Under the City Code, noise generated by fixed sources wouldtheteeisto 55 dBA during daytime

hours (7:00 AM to 10:00 PM) and to 50 dBA during nighttime hours (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) at
residentially zoned land uses. At existing commercial land uses, noise would be restricted to 65 dBA
during daytime hours and to 6BA during nighttime hours.

The roof of the proposed residential building would have solar thermal arrays and photovoltaic arrays,
which would not generate measurable noise levels at the property lines of the project site. It is assumed

80 The 2016 traffic volumes in the area are considered to bpgmaemic/normal traffic conditions.
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that heating, veriaition, and air conditioning systems (HVAC) unitsuld be located on the rooftop, a
mi ni mum of 10 feet from the roofdés edge.

Typical noise levels produced by residential HYAC units would range from 53 to 63 dB&efeet

from theHVAC unit during geration. These types of units typically cycle on and off continuously
during daytime and nighttime hours. Therefore, multiple units clustered in the same general vicinity
usually operasimultaneously at any given time. Assuming up to eight units would operate
simultaneously at any given time, the estimated combined noise |¢#wedeieet would be up to 72

dBA.

The property linsof the nearest singfamily residences would be appimately 85 feet from the
nearest rooftop equipment. At this distance, the combined noise levels would be up to 43 dBA. The
property line of the church to the north would be approximately 35 feet from the nearest rooftop
equipment, and at this distand®e tombined noise levels would be up to 51 dBA. While this is a
sensitive use, the church would not have occupants during nighttime hours. Aflezth®r sensitive
uses would be 100 feet or more from the rooftop equipment and would not be subjectiorgber
noise levels exceeding the Ci@pde noise standards.

Additionally, a transformer padould be locatedt the rear of the building on the ground level.

Typically, transformers up to 1,0@@ovolt ampereskVA) generate noise levels up to 64 dB,

measured atnemeter (3.28 feet). This would represardonservative estimafer a building of this

size. The nearest receiving residential property line would be approximately 60 feet to the west of the
transformer pad. At this distance, transformase levels would be up to 38 dBA, which would meet

the Cityds thresholds during daytime and nighttd.i
be approximately 110 feet south of the transformer pad. At this distance, noise levels gendnated by t
transformer would be up to 33 dBPor these reasons, the project would not result in generation of a
substanti al per manent increase in ambient noise
projectvicinity in exces®f the City Code nase standard¢lessthan Significant Impact)

Impact NOI-2: As mitigated, he project wouldhotresult in generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise leglsss than Significant
Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

The construction of the project may generate vibration when heavy equipment or impact tools (e.g.,
jackhammers, hoe rams) are used. Construction activities would include grading, foundation work,
paving, and new building framing and finishing. The proyeatild notimplementconstruction

activities that cause excessive vibration, sucmasct and vibratory pile driving activities

For structural damagé€altransrecommends a vibration limit of 0.5 in/sec PPV for buildings
structurally sound and designed to modern engineering standards, 0.3 in/sec PPV for buildings that
are found to be structurally sound but where structural damage is a major concern, and/at@nser
limit of 0.08 in/sec PPV for ancient buildings or buildings that are documented to be structurally
weakened. No knowhistoricbuildings or buildings that are documented to be structurally weakened
are adjacent to the project siteherefore, grourtbrne vibration leveltess than 0.f/sec PPV

would nothave the potential to result in a significant vibration impact.
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Table4.134 showstypical vibration levels that could be expected from construction equipment, as
measured at a distance of 25 fé&bject construction activities, such as drilling, the use of
jackhammers, rock drills and other higbwer or vibratory tools, and rolling stock equipment

(tracked vehicles, compactors, etc.), may generate substantial vibration in the immediate vicinity.
Jackhammers typically generate vibration levels of 0.035 in/sec PPV and drilling typically generates
vibration levels of 0.09 in/sec PPV at a distance of 25 feet. Vibration levels would vary depending on
soil conditions, construction methods, and equipmeed.
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Table 4.134: Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment

Estimated Vibration Levels at Structures Surrounding the Project Site, in/sec PPV,

Equipment E.P(ﬁz[ezs Re\s/\i/deesr:ces NOE;hO?QStSCh Cor?]?r:g?cial S(zg;hf;;;el EB?JTItdiCr:]Ig:sC
(10 feet) (80 feet) (125 feet)

Clam shovel drop 0.202 0.553 0.553 0.056 0.071 0.034
Hydromill (slurry in soil 0.008 0.022 0.022 0.002 0.003 0.001
wall) inrock | 0.017 0.047 0.047 0.005 0.006 0.003
Vibratory Roller 0.210 0.575 0.575 0.058 0.073 0.036
Hoe Ram 0.089 0.244 0.244 0.025 0.031 0.015
Largebulldozer 0.089 0.244 0.244 0. 025 0.031 0.015
Caisson drilling 0.089 0.244 0.244 0.025 0.031 0.015
Loaded trucks 0.076 0.208 0.208 0.021 0.027 0.013
Jackhammer 0.035 0.096 0.096 0.010 0.012 0.006
Small bulldozer 0.003 0.008 0.008 0.001 0.001 0.001
Bold = Exceeds vibration threshold.
Source: Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, Federal Transit Administration, Office of Planning andenyir
U.S. Department of Transportation, September 2018, as modifidlchgworth & Rodkin, Inc., November 2021.
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Table4.134 also summarizes the estimated vibration levels at the nearest existing buildings
surrounding the project site. Construction vibration levels would depend on the specific location of
individual pieces of equipmerEquipment scattered throughout the site would not generate a
collective vibration level, but a vibratory roller, for instance, operating near the project site boundary
would generate the worstse vibration levels for the recepsiraring that property line. Further,
construction vibration impacts are assessed based on the potential for daofagéadbuildings
Therefore, the distances used#iculateconstruction vibration levelsere estimated under the
assumption that eh@iece of equipment was operating along the nearest boundary of the project site,
whichwould provide a conservative estimate of vibration impacts

As shown inTable 4.124, vibration levels could potentially exceed the conservativéenlsec PPV
at theresidences to the west of the site and at the nearest church building to the north of the site.

Cosmetic damag&om construction vibration coulidcludehairline cracking in plaster, the opening
of old cracks, the loosening of paint or the dislodgihpose objects. Major structural damage
could include wide cracking or shifting of foundation or bearing wBlésed on noise and vibration
modeling, the project would have in a less than eight percent chboaesingcosmeticdamage at a
maximum vibration level of 0.6 in/sec PRMring constructionwhile no minor or majostructural
damage would result from csinuction vibration generated by the projehere is gossibility of
cosmetic damage at the surrounding buildidgsa resultthe project would resuilih a significant
groundborne construction vibration impacts due to excessive vibration levels.

Mit igation Measures The following mitigation measuregould reduce the impacts of project
generated construction vibration to a less than significant level.

MM NOI -2.1: The projectapplicari r t h e a@gntpattorshad impleinent the following
measures during construction to reduce construction vibration generated by the
project:

1 Limit vibration-inducing equipment to the extent feasible.

1 Where possible, use of the heavy vibratgemerating construction equipnen
shall be prohibited within 20 feet of the adjacent building toatestand to
the north.

1 Use a smaller vibratory roller, such as the Caterpillar model CP433E
vibratory compactor, when compacting materials within 20 feet of adjacent
structures.

1 Modify/design or identify alternative construction methods to reduce
vibration levels below the limits.

1 Alternative methods for breaking up existing pavement, such as a pavement
grinder, shall be used instead of dropping heavy objects, within 20 feet of
adjacenbuildings.
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With the implementation of the mitigation measure MM N1, the project would not result in
excessive construction vibration levels or significant construction vibration imgaess. than
Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

Impact NOI-3: The project is within an airport land use plan and is within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport. The project would not expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise ldlelss than
Significant Impact)

Based on the Mineta San ddsiternationalirport Master PlarUpdateEnvironmental Impact
Report®! the project sités locatedoutside the 60 dBA CNEL contour line. Aircraft noise would
result in exterior noise e v e | s b e |thvesholtfdr esidéntia Ignd sses. Therefore, the
proposed project would be compati bl e wiahdh
would not expose people residing or working in the project area to excesisigdavels (Less than
Significant Impact)

4.13.3 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@&Cal.
4th 369(BIA v. BAAQMD) effects ofthe environment on the projeate not considered CEQA
impads. The following discussion is included for informational purposes only becauseylwd Cit
Santa Clardas policies that address existing noise conditions affecting a proposed (redgFdd
General Plan policies listdzelow):

t

he

1 5.10.6P1: Review all land use and development proposals for consistency with the General

Plan compatibility standards and acceptable noise exposure Residential land uses are

considered compatible in noise environments of 55 dBA CNEL or less, where therexteri
noise levels are greater than 55 dBA CNEL and less than 70 dBA CNEL, the design of the

project should include measures to reduce noise levels to acceptableNeisddevels
exceeding 70 dBA CNEL at residential land uses are considered incompaébigential

land uses proposed in noise environments exceeding 70 dBA CNEL should generally be

avoided, except when the residential use is entirely indoors and where interior noise levels
can be maintained at 45 dBA CNEL or leSesmmercial land uses arertsidered compatible

in noise environments of 65 dBA CNEL or less.

1 5.10.6P3: New development should include noise control techniques to reduce noise to

acceptable levels, including site layout (setbacks, separation and shielding), building
treatments (mehanical ventilation system, sourated windows, solid core doors and
baffling) and structural measures (earthen berms and sound walls).

Based on General Plan Policy 5.1@.5, roise levels in outdoor use areas that are affected by
transportation noiser@required to be maintained at or below 55 dBA CNEL to be considered
normally acceptable for residential land uses. Additionally, residential interior noise levels are
required to meet the performance standard of 45 dBA CNEL.

81 City of San Jo& Integrated Final Environmental Impact Repémendment to Norman Y. Mineta San Jose
International Airport Master Plan, April 2020.
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The future noise environmeat the project site would continue to be dominated by traffic along
Lincoln Street and other local roadways surrounding theAststated in Section 4.13.2a4ed on

the low existing traffic volumes along Civic Center Drive and Lincoln Sttkeepeak lour trips

would result inmonedBA CNEL increase under project conditions. Additionally, a conservatiee
to two percentincrease in traffic volumes each year for the next 20 years was assurtrextrfaific
volume increase the project areaVNith the project trips, the total increase by the year 2040 would
be approximatelytwo dBA CNEL at the project site.

Future Exterior Noise Levels

The projectwould includetwo outdoor use areas intended for common use: 1) open space with
seating located on the ground level adjacent to Lincoln Street; ande®Xeh2 podium courtyard
located on the interior of the site.

Theground levebpen space would have direct kagsight to traffic noise along Lincoln Street, and

the center of this open space would be set back approximately 85 feet from the centerline of the
roadway. Due to the angle of the proposed buildings, the center of the open space would be partially
shieldedby the building facades. The future exterior noise levels at the center of the open court

woul d be 60 dBA CNEL, which would exceed the Ci
land uses byive dBA.

The podium courtyard located aevel 2 would recee partial shieldingia the north and south

sections of the residential buildimgdthe uppeifloor walkways connecting the two building

sections. The center of the courtyard would be approximately 215 feet from the center of Lincoln
Street. At this disthce and assuming partial shielding, future exterior noise levels would be below 55
dBA CNEL.

Whil e the common outdoor use area facing Lincol
limits for residential useshe incorporation of a barrier fenoe sound wall would obscure the view

of this open area and diminish the aesthetic appeal. Further, the future exterior noise levels at the
open space would fall within the Cityds conditd.i
courtyard falls withit he Ci tyds normally acceptable thresho
conditionally acceptable threshold, no additional measuraseagedo reduce future exterior noise

levels at the open space, assuming conditionally acceptable approvalneaitam the City of

Santa Clara.

Future Interior Noise Levels

Standard residential construction provides approximately 15 dBA of exteviloterior noise

reduction, assuming the windows are partially open for ventilation. Standard constructiorewith th
windows closed provides approximately 20 to 25 dBA of noise reduction in interior spaces. Where
exterior noise levels range from 60 to 65 dBA CNEL, the inclusion of adequate-firced

mechanical ventilation is often the method selected to reduce mteise levels to acceptable levels
by closing the windows to control noise. Where noise levels exceed 65 dBA CNEL -&irced
mechanical ventilation systems and scuatd construction methods are normally required. Such
methods or materials may includeeombination of smaller window and door siaeshe building
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facadefacing the noise source, sourated windows and doors, sound rated exterior wall assemblies,
and mechanical ventilation $obatwi ndows may be kept cl osed at the

Residential units located along the 0 j easterndsilding fagades would be set back

approximately 60 to 105 feet from the centerline of Lincoln Street. At these distances, the units with
direct line-of-sight to Lincoln Street would be exposed to future exterior noise levels up to 62 dBA
CNEL. Assuming windows to be partially open, future interior noise levels in these units would be
up to 47 dBA CNEL.

Units along the southern fagade of thatkern building would have direct liref-sight to Civic

Center Drive, with setbacks of approximately 50 feet from the centerline. At this distance, the units
facing Civic Center Drive would be exposed to future exterior noise levels would of up to 57 dBA
CNEL. Assuming windows to be partially open, future interior noise levels in these units would of 42
dBA CNEL.

To meet the interior noise requirements set forth by the State of California of 45 dBA&MNEL
General Plan Policy 5.106€.1 andstandards sdorth in Policy5.10.6:P3, which requires new
developments toclude noise control techniques to reduce noise to acceptable Eaeldard
construction materials would be sufficient with the incorporation of feagechechanical

ventilation, as determed by the local building official. This would allow occupants on the project
site to keep windows closed to control interior noise and achieve the interior noise standards
consistent with City policy
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4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

414.1 Environmental Setting

4.14.1.1 Regulabry Framework
State

HousingElement Law

State requirements mandating that housing be
plan is known as housirglement law. The Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) is the-state
mandated process to identify the total number of housing (loyitaffordability level) that each
jurisdiction must accommodate in heusingelement.Californiahousingelementlaw requires cities

to: 1) zone adequate lands to accommodate its RHNA; 2) produce an inventory of sites that can
accommodate its sharetbie RHNA,; 3) identify governmental and ngovernmental constraints to
residential development; 4) develop strategiesaamdrk plan to mitigate or eliminate those
constraints; and 5) adopt a housing element and update it on a regul&f Basi€ity ofSanta
ClaraHousing Element and related land use policies were last upde28d3n

Regionaland Local

Plan Bay Area 2050

Plan Bay Area 280 isalong-range plarfor the ninecounty San Francisco Bay Area that provides
strategies that increase the availability of affordable housing, support a more equitable and efficient
economy, improve the transportation networ k,
Plan Bay Are2050promoteghe development & variety of housing types and densitiathin

identified Priority Development Areas (PDA$DASs are eeas generally neaxisting job centers or
frequent transit that are localigentified forhousing angob growth®

ABAG allocates regional housing needs to each city and county withBetih&rancisc8ay Area,
based on statewide goalhese allocations are designed to lay the foundation for Plan Bay Area
2 0 5 0 6-¢ermleonvisigned growth pattern fitre region ABAG also developsa series oforecasts
and models to project the growthpmfpulation housing unitsandjobsin the Bay Area. ABAG,

MTC, and local jurisdiction planning staff created Bwrecasting and Modeling Reponthich isa
technichoverview of the of the growth forecasts and land use models upon which Plan Bay Area
2050 is based

Santa Clara General Plan

General Plan policies related to population and housing that are relevant to the project include the
following.

82 California Department of Housing and Community Developmgi® e gi onal Housing Needs
Housi ng Bdcessadlovenmbeér 15, 202http://hcd.ca.gov/communigievelopment/housing
element/index.shtml

83 Association of Bay Area Governments and Metropolitan Transportation CommiB&orBay Area 2050

October 21, 2021Page 20.
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Policy Description

5321 Encourage the annual construction of
regional housing needs assessment by reducing constraints to housing finance and
development.

5.3.ZP2 Encourage highdiensityresidential development in transit and miXesg areas and in
other locations throughout the City where appropriate.

5.3.2P6 Provide adequate choices for housing tenure, type and location, including higher det
and affordability for loviand moderaténcome and special needs households.

4.14.1.2 Existing Conditions

According to the California Department of Finance, the City had a population of approximately
130,746 residents ir27,550households as of January 282 Of theseresidents, approximatelyl5
percent are employed residefft3here are approximatelyt3,000 jobs in the City (estimated by
ABAG for 2020). In 2035, it is estimated that the City will have approximately 154,825 residents,
54,830 household454,300 jobs and 72,080 employed residéhts.

The jobs/housing relationship is quantified by the jobs/employed resident ratio. When the ratio
reaches 1.0, a balance is struck between the supply of local housing and jobs. The jobs/housing
resident ratios determined by dividing the number of local jobs by the number of employed
residents that can be housed in local housing.

The City of Santa Clara had an estimated 2.50 jobs for every employed resident $hTIg4.0.
General Plan focuses on increasedding and the placement of housing near employment. As a
result, the jobs to housing ratio is projected to slightly decrease to 2.48 h§®Zpte employees
who work within the City are, and still would be, required to seek housing outside the coyjnmunit
with full implementation of the General Plan.

The existing project site is occupied dyacantommercialboffice building and does not contribute
to the current permanent resident population of the City.

8California Depatrbt nGeinty /oo uFnitnya nPcoep.u IfiaB i on laAccessddbo usi ng E
November 112021 http://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demaghics/Estimatesb/.
85 Association of Bay Area GovernmenBan Bay Are204Q Projections 2@0. December 2013
86 1bid.
City of Santa Clara. 201P035 General Plan. December 2014.
87 City of Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan. December 2014. Appei&di2 (Housing Element). Page 8:283.
88 City of Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report. 2011
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4142 Impact Discussion

Lessthan

Potentially - Lessthan
- Significant -
Significant ] s Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P

Would the project:
1) Induce substantialnplannecpopulation ] ] = ]
growth in an area, either directly (for examp
by proposing new homes abdsinesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

2) Displace substantial numbers of existing ] ] ] X
people ohousing, necessitating the
construction ofeplacement housing
elsewhere?

Impact POP-1:  The project wouldhotinduce substantial unplanned population growth in &
area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homegasidesses) ol
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure
(Less than Significant Impact)

The project site is occupied by a vacant office building and surrounded by existing develdpraent.

project proposes to change its curr@eineral Plamesignatiorfrom Community Commerciawhich

does not allowesidential development, tdigh Density Reidential The current designation wiol

have an approximate range3femployeedor office to 120 employees for retaihdno residents

assuming maximum developméRids proposed, the projeatould construct up to8 residential
units.Assuming 2.64 persons per household, the project would accommodate up to 290 new

residents in the City of Santa Cl&Palherefore, the projestould result in an additional0B

residential units and85 new residents oBite comparedo the allowable development under the

existing land use designatichhi s woul d be a 0.22 percént increa

The projected gwth of the projecis evaluatedy thisinitial Study. Based upon the analysis
conducted in 4.3 Utiligs and Service Systems and 4.1 Public Serviceproject would be
adequatelyserved by existing utilitieandsupported byxisting public services.

The poject does not involve extension of roads and would connect to existing utilities, would not
directly or indirectly impact substantial growttirough the construction of public service facilities
(Less than Significant Impact)

89 Existing General Plan designation allows up to 30,500 square feet of commercial space (given the 0.5 FAR). At
approximately 3 employees per 1,000 square feet, the office building would have capacity for approximately 91
employees. Retail use assumes aneleyee per 250 square feet, which equates to approximately 122 employees

9 United States Census Bureau. City of Santa Clara Selected Housing Characteristics Table. Accessed November 8,
2021.
https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?g=%20Santa%20Clara%20City%20housing&tid=ACSDP1Y2019.DP04&hideP
review=false 2.64 People per dwelling unit & dwelling units = 85 people

91 |bid. Total ppulation on January 1, 2021, was 130,746 people.

Civic Center Family Housing Project 127 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June 2022


https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?q=%20Santa%20Clara%20City%20housing&tid=ACSDP1Y2019.DP04&hidePreview=false
https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?q=%20Santa%20Clara%20City%20housing&tid=ACSDP1Y2019.DP04&hidePreview=false

Impact POP-2: The project woulahot displace substantial numbers of existing people or

housing, necessitating the comstion of replacement housing elsewhého
Impact)

The project contains a vacant office buildangd proposes to constru@8unit multi-family
developmentThe proposed project would not remove housing from the project site. Therefore, the

proposed mject would not displace existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhefdo Impact)
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4.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

4.15.1 Environmental Setting

4.15.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Quimby Actand Mitigation Fee Act

The Quimby Act{Government Code Section 664%vas approved by the California legislattmeset

aside parkland and/or payment of fee®in-lieu of parkland dedication to help mitigate the impacts

from new residentiadevelopmentsT hi s | egi sl ati on was initiated Tt
increased rate of urbanization and the need to preserve open space and provide parks and recreation
facilities for Cal i fTherQuinkzy g authorizesviocal gernmenthtmu ni t i e s
establish ordinances requiring developers of new residential subdivisions to dedicate parks, pay a fee
in-lieu of parkland dedication, or perform a combination of the tiar. projects not involving a

subdivision, the Mitigation Fee Act (Gavenent Code Section 66000 et seq.) authorizes cities to

impose fee and dedication requirements on new development based on the analysis of a nexus study,
including parkland dedications.

Government Code Section 65995 through 65998

California Government CadSection 65996 specifies that an acceptable method of offsetting a

projectodos effect on the adequacy of school faci
issuance of a building permit. Government Code Sections 65995 through 65998hgaioiasions

for the payment of school i mpact fees by new de
facilities that occur (as a result of the plann
65996][a]). The legislation states that the paymest ofh o0 o | i mpact fees fiare he
provide ful/l and complete school facilities mit

Developers are required to pay a school impact fee to the school district to offset the increased
demands on school facilisecaused by the proposed residential development project. The school
district is responsible for implementing the specific methods for mitigating school impacts under the
Government Code.

Regional and Local

City of Santa Clara 20102035 General Plan

The City of Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan includes policies and programs to provide public
services throughout the Citgpplicable General Plan policies include, but are not limited to, the
following listed below.

Policies Description

Parks,Open Space and Recreation

5.4.3P3 Provide pedestrianriented ground floor uses and a network of parks and public spaces to se
both residential and neresidential development
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Policies

Description

591-P1

5.9.1xP2

5.9.1:P4

5.9.1P5

5.9.1:P14
5.9.1:P15
5.9.1:P17

5.9.1:P18

5.9.1:P20

Develop additional parkland in the City so that iinegrated into neighborhoods and meets the
standards for size, amenities, and locations to server residents and employees.

Develop new parks to serve the needs of the surrounding community based on the criteria f
(less than one acre, appriate for all areas), neighborhoodi% acres, appropriate for medium
and highdensity residential areas serving individual neighborhoods), and community (over 1
acres, appropriate for medivmnd highdensity residential areas serving the City adale)
parks.

Provide connections between private and public open space through publicly accessible trai
pathways and by orienting open spaces to public streets.

Encourage public visibility for all parks, trails and oEgraces.
Encourage publicly accessible open space in new development.
Provide opportunities for private maintenance of publicly accessible open space and trails.

Foster site design for new development so bhidtling height and massing do not overshadow
new parks and plazas.

Promote open space and recreational facilities in {acgée developments in order to meet a
portion of the demand for parks generated by new development.

Promote the continuation of parks per population ratio of 2.4 per 1,000 residents and explor
potential to increase the ratio to 3.0, based on the Parks and Recreation Needs Assessmen
Master Plan), referenced in Plan Prerequisite 5°24.

Schools and Community Facilities

5.9.2P7

5.9.2P8

Support efforts by school districts to maintain, improve and expand educational facilities anc
services, to meet the demands of new development.

Cooperate with local school districtsdnllecting fees for development projects as required by
State regulations.

Public Service Policies

5.9.3P1

5.9.3P3
5.9.3P4

Encourage design techniques that promote public and property safety in new development :
public spaces.

Mai nt ai n aerde thrgeninute esgponse time for fire emergency service calls.

Mai ntain a Cit yminutesponsetirerfa fifecemérdence service calls.

Countywide Trails Master Plan

The Santa Clara County Trails Master Plan Update is a regional trails plan approved by the Santa
County Board of Supervisors. It provides

Cl ar a

providing a contiguous trail network that connects citestoe anot her, ci ti es

t o

regional open space resources, County parks to other County parks, and the northern and southern
urbanized regions of the County. The plan identifies regional trail routesegidmal trail routes,
connector trail rotes, and historic trails.

City of Santa Clara City Code Chapter 17.35

The purpose of City Code Chapter 17.35 is to help mitigate the impacts of new housing development
growth on existing parkland and recreational facilities subject to the provisidms $Sfdte of

California Quimby Act (Quimby) and/or the California Mitigation Fee Act (MFBhapter 17.35
requires new residential developments to provide developed park and recreational land and/or pay a

fee inl |
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dedication standard of three acres per 1,000 residents per the Quimby provisions of the City Code
and 2.53 acres per 1,000 residents per the MFA provisions of the City Code with regard to
neighborhood parks.

4.15.1.2 Existing Conditions
Fire Protection

Fire protection services are provided by the City of Santa Clara Fire Department (SCFD). The SCFD
operates 10 fire stationEhe nearest station to the project site is Station #1 located at 777 Benton

Street (approximately.6 miles southeast of the projectsi®)lased on t he Cityodos Ger
Policy 5.9.3P4, the SCFD hasthreeminute response time goal.

Police Protection

Police protection services are provided by the Santa Clara Police Department (SCPD). There are two
police stations: the headquarters located at 601 El Camino Real (approximately 0.6 miles east of the
project site) and a substation located at 3992 Rivermark Parkway (approximately 2.8 miles northwest
of the projectsiteBased on t he CHolicy5®8P3Ghe $€RD adsthréemiaute

response time goal, which should be attained for 90 percent of emergency calls.

Schools

The project site is located within the Santa Clara Unified School District (SCU&Pnearest
public schools to the pject site are Scott Lane Elementary School (approximatgiyiles
northwest of the project site), Buchser Middle School (approximat@imiles southeast of the
project site), and Santa Clara High School (approximately one mile southwest of thegu@ject

Parks

The Santa Clara Parks and Recreation Department (Department) provides parks and recreational
services in the City. The department is responsible for maintaining and programming the various
parks and recreation facilities and works cooperatively with pallncies in coordinating all
recreational activities within the City. Overall, agr@bruary2022, the Department maintains and
operates Central Parlg 45.04acre community park (45.04 acres improved and Central Park North
34.93 acres unimproved, resnd) in 79.97 acresB0 neighborhood parK421.261 acres improved

and 9.389 acres unimproved resulting in 130.65 act8snini parkg2.687 acres improved and

3.189 acres unimproved resulting in 5.876 aciasdlic open spacd6.323 acres improved @n

40.08 acres unimproved resulting in 56.403 acresyeational facilitie$23.898 acres improved and
excluding the BMX track)recreational trail§7.59 acres improved and 0.20 acres unimproved
resulting in 7.79 acresand joint use facilitie§48.588acres) throughout the Citytotaling
approximately 265.387 improved acres and 87.788 unimproved @mesnunity parks are over
fifteen acres, neighborhood parks are one to fifteen acres and mini parks are typically less than one
acre in size.

Santa Clea City Code Chapter 17.35 requires new residential developments to provide developed
park and recreational land and/or pay afeeineu of par kl and dedicati on,
and pursuant to the State of California Quimby Act (Quimby) antéMitigation Fee Act (MFA)
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to help mitigate the impacts of the new resident demand on existing parkland and recreational
facilities. The City is meeting the standard of three acres per 1,000 residents per the Quimby

provisions of the City Code andé2acres per 1,000 residents per the MFA provisions of the City

Code with regard to neighborhood parks

The nearest publiopen spac#o the project sités Civic Center Park (approximately 260 feet to the
southeast)The nearest min parks to the project site@eef Goodfellow Sesquicentennial Park
(approximately 640 feet to the southeast), Fremont Park (0.3 miles to the southeast), and Rotary Park
(approximately 0.2 miles to the norttNeighborhood parks withiane mileinclude Warburton Park
(approximately 0.7 mikenorthwest) and Larry J. Marsalli Park (approximately 0.6 s@iteitheast).

San Tomas Aquino Creek Trail also provides recreational opportunities in the project area and is
located approximately orile northwest of the project site.

Libraries

Library services are provided by the Santa Clara City Library (SCIZig City of Santa Clara is

served by the Central Park Library (approximately 1.3 miles southwest of the site), Mission Library
Family ReadingCenter (approximately 0.7 miles west of the site), and Northside Branch Library
located at 695 Moreland Way (approximately 2.9 miles north of the site)

4.15.2 Impact Discussion
Significant with Mitigation Significant No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision c
new or physically altered governmental facilities
need for new or physically altered governmenta
facilities, the castruction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response tin
or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
1) Fire Protection? O] ] = ]
2) Police Protection? [ [ X [
3) Schools? L] ] X ]
4) Parks? [ [ X [
5) Other Public Facilities? [ [ X [
Impact PS-1: The project woulahot result insubstantial adverse physical impacts associ

with the provision of new or physically altergdvernmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintair
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectiv:
fire protection servicegLess than Significant Impact)
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The project site is developed with a vacant office buildkgyproposed, the project woutdnstruct

a 108-unit residential building. The proposed development would increase the total resident
population of the City of Santa Clara by 290 residéodsnpared to the®employeedor office and

120 employeesetail, respectively, for the current General Plan designassaoming maximum
build-out), (see Impact POR). The project only slightly excels the growth projections of the
certified General Plan EIR, which concluded that additional SCFD officers, if needed to serve the
build-out of the General Plan, would be housed in existing facilities and no new or expanded
facilities would be necessarilthough the project would intensify the use of the site and generate
additional residents in the area, the project would not precludedfi® 8om meeting their service
goals. Specifically, the proposed project would be constructed in accordance wtit buitding

codes and would be required to be maintained in accordance with applicable City policies identified
in the General Plan EIR to avoid unsafe building conditissa result, no new facilities would be
required, and implementation of the prajaould not result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered police facilitiess Than Significant
Impact)

Impact PS-2: The project wouldot result insubstantial adverse physical impacts aissed
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, ne
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintair
acceptable service ras, response times, or other performance objectives
police protection servicef_ess than Significant Impact)

Developmentn the project ares currently served by SCRDhe project would be constructed in
conformance with current codes and thggubdesign would be reviewed by the SCPD to ensure

that it incorporates appropriate safety features to minimize criminal activity. The project only slightly
exceeds the growth projections of the certified General PlanAitbugh the project would

intersify the use of the site, the project would not preclude €RCSfrom meeting their service

goals. Specifically, the proposed project would be required to be maintained in accordance with
applicable City policies identified in the General Plan EIR to mtenpublic safety. As a result, no

new facilities would be required, and implementation of the project waildesult insubstantial

adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered police facilities.
(Less than Signifcant Impact)

Impact PS-3: The project wouldot result insubstantial adverse physical impacts associ
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, ne
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, ¢bastruction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintair
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectiv
schools (Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed pr oj e cstresigdeatanddtudenhpopulat@rsabovea wha wasSi t y 6
assumed in the GenéRlan and, as a result, would increase the demand on local school facilities.
Based on an average student generation rate of 0.28 per unit for elementary students, 0.12 per unit for
middle school students, and 0.16 per unit for high school students, the proposed project would
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generate up to 62 new studetftTable 4.141 summarizes the projected student increase from the

project site that would attend nearest schools showing theinteapacity and enrollment.

Table 4.141: School Capacity and Enroliment
School Student Existing Capacity* Current Enrollment 2
Increase
Scott Lane Elementaty 30 480 369
Buchser Middle Schobl 13 1,294 965
Santa Clara High Schaool 17 1,954 2,030

Source:

! Healy, Michal Director of Facility Development and Plannir@anta Clara Unified School Distri®ersonal
CommunicationOctober 17, 2017

2 California Department of Education, Data Quest. 22@R1 Enrollment by Gradéccessed October 27, 2021
https://dg.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/

5Scott Lane El ementary Sc h owrabketraehausing is 0.28 gez mit. (028
students / unit x@8 units = 30 new students)

‘Buchser Middle School é6s student generation rat
unit x 108 units = 13 new students)

SSantaClam Hi gh School 6s student generation rate f g
/ unit x 108 units = 17 new students)

As shown in the table above, Santa Clara High School is operating over capaeiproject would

result in an dditional @ students beyond what was assumed in the GeneralNtaertheless, state

| aw (Government Code Section 65996) specifies a

under CEQA on the adequacy of school facilities as the paymentbbal smpact fee prior to

issuance of a building permit. The affected school district(s) are responsible for implementing the

specific methods for mitigating school effects under the Government Code, including setting the
school impact fee amount considttenwi t h st ate | aw. The school

methods of implementing measures specified by Government Code Section 65996 would partially

offset projectrelated increases in student enroliment. Therefore, the proposed projechabuld

mp a

create a significant impact through substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision

of new or physically altered school faciliti€cess than Significant Impact)

Impact PS-4: The project woulahot result insubstantial adverse physidapacts associate
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, ne:
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintair
acceptale service ratios, response times, or other performance objective:
parks (Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed project would construgtto 108 multi-family residences which would increase the

permanent Citypopulation by approximately 290 people (see Impact-BPPhe project would
incrementally increase the resident demand on existing City parks. There¢opeoposed projecd

required tgprovide approximately 0.73 acres of parklafmdne et t he Ci ty6s mi

dedication of 3 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents utti2MFA provisionor payfeesin-lieu
of parkland dedicatioto reduce the impact on the Citgsistingparksand provide the necessary

92 Healy, Michal. Facility Development and Planning Director, Santa Clara Unified School District. Personal
Communication. October 28, 2021.
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parkland to serve the increased population. @eposed project would notclude theconstrudion

of a newCity parkor parkland dedicatigrthe projeciapplicant willpay fees in-lieu of parkland

dedication, whictwill beusedby the City to acquire and/or develop new parkland and/or amenities.
Therefore, the projeetould not resultn substantial adverse physical impa&ssociated with the

needfor or construction of newarkst o meet t he Ci Anyfatsre comstruétionain d g o al
parks and recreational facilities by the City would be subject to environmental @vieetime of

specific developmen{Less than Significant Impact)

Impact PS-5: The project woulahot result in substantial adverse physical impacts associ
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, ne:
for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental aofs, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectiv:
other public facilities(Less than Significant)

The addition of up to 290 new residents (referenced in the response to ImyigehRie City

wou d i ncrease demand for | ibrary facilities. Gi
Park Library would be able to serve the new developniém Santa Clara General Plan concluded

that Central Park Library could serve the anticipated nexldpment along EI Camino Real,

Homestead Road, Kiely Boulevard, and Stevens Creek Boulevard. Although the proposed project
would incrementally increase residential development and population growth above what was
anticipated in the General Plan, the pragub project would not require new or expanded library

facilities beyond what is already planned in the City to meet service oads.than Significant

Impact)
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4.16 RECREATION

4.16.1 Environmental Setting

4.16.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

Government Code Secti@®477(Quimby Act)

The Quimby Act(included withinGovernment Code Section 6647%vas approved by the California
legislatureto set aside parkland and/or payment of féesin-lieu of parkland dedication to help

mitigate the impacts from new residenti@velopmentsThis legislation was initiated in response to
Californiabds increased rate of wurbanization and
recreation facilities f oThe@enbyiAttauthorizes @l gr owi ng
governments to establish ordinances requiring developers of new residential subdivisions to dedicate
parks, pay a fee iheu of parkland dedication, or perform a combination of the two

Local

City of Santa Clara 201102035 General Plan

The City of Santa fara 20162035 General Plan includes policies and programs to provide public
services throughout the Citgpplicable General Plan policies include, but are not limited to, the
following listed below.

Policies Description

5.1.2P20 Prior to 2023, identify the location for new parkland and/or recreational facilities to servt
employment centers and pursue funding to develop these facilities by 2035.

5.9.1P1 Develop additional parkland in the City so that it is integratedrietghborhoods and meets the
standards for size, amenities, and location to serve residents and employees.

5.9.:P2 Develop new parks to serve the needs of the surrounding community based on the criteria f
(less than one acre, appropriate for adleas), neighborhood {15 acres, appropriate for medium
and highdensity residential areas serving individual neighborhoods), and community (over 1
acres, appropriate for medidvmnd highdensity residential areas serving the City as a whole)
parks.

5.9.:P4 Provide connections between private and public open space through publicly accessible trai
pathways and by orienting open spaces to public streets.

5.9.1P5 Encourage public visibility for all parks, trails and open spaces.
5.9.2P14  Encourge publicly accessible open space in new development.
5.9.2P15  Provide opportunities for private maintenance of publicly accessible open space and trails.

5.9.2P17  Foster site design for new development so that building height and massingosensbadow
new parks and plazas.

5.9.:P18  Promote open space and recreational facilities in {acgée developments in order to meet a
portion of the demand for parks generated by new development.

5.9.2P20  Promote the continuation of parks per pogutatatio of 2.4 per 1,000 residents and explore the
potential to increase the ratio to 3.0, based on the Parks and Recreation Needs Assessmen
Master Plan), referenced in Plan Prerequisite 5°24.
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City of Santa Clara City Code Chapter 17.35

Sarta Clara City Code Chapter 17.35 requires new residential developments to provide adequate park
and recreational land and/or pay a fedien of parkland dedication, at the discretion of the City, to

help mitigate the impacts of housing development gramtlexisting parkland and recreational

facilities, pursuant to the State of California Quimby Act and/or the Mitigation Fee Act.

4.16.1.2 Existing Conditions

The Santa Clara Parks and Recreation Department (Department) provides parks and recreational
services inlie City. The department is responsible for maintaining and programming the various
parks and recreation facilities and works cooperatively with public agencies in coordinating all
recreational activities within the City. Overall, agr@bruary2022, the Department maintains and
operates Central Park (45.04 acres improved and Central Park North 34.93 acres unimproved,
resulting in 79.97 acres), 30 neighborhood parks.@@lacres improved an@l389.acres

unimproved resulting in 1306&cres), 13 mini pask(2.59 acres improved and 3.189 acres
unimproved resulting in B76acres), public open space (3B3acres improved and 40.08 acres
unimproved resulting in 5803 acres), recreational facilities (23.898 acres improved, excluding the
BMX track), recreational trails (7.59 acres improved and 0.20 acres unimproved resulting in 7.79
acres), and joint use facilities (48.588 acres) throughout the City totaling apprdyi2Gze&87
improved acres and78788unimproved acres. Community parks are dé&acres, neighborhood
parks are one tb5 acres and mini parks are typically less than one acre in size.

Santa Clara City Code Chapter 17.35 requiresneswential developments to provide developed

park and recreational land and/or pay afeeineu of par kl and dedi cati on,
and pursuant to the Quimby Act and/or the MFA to help mitigate the impacts of the new resident
demand on esting parkland and recreational facilities. The City is meeting the standard of three

acres per 1,000 residents per the Quimby provisions of the City Code and 2.53 acres per 1,000
residents per the MFA provisions of the City Code with regard to neighlmbgarés

The nearesbpen spacto the project site are Civic Center Park (approximately 260 feet to the
southeast)The nearest mini parks a@eof Goodfellow Sesquicentennial Park (approximately 640
feet to the southeast), Fremont Park (0.3 milesdstiutheast) and Rotary Park (approximately 0.2
miles to the north)Neighborhood parks withiane mileinclude Warburton Park (approximately 0.7
miles northwest) and Larry J. Marsalli Park (approximately 0.6 s@iteitheast).San Thomas

Aquino Creek Trdialso provides recreational opportunities in the project area and is located
approximately one mile northwest of the project site.

4.16.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially I_'es'st.han Lessthan
- Significant -
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated
1) Would the project increase the use of existir ] ] X ]
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facilityould
occur or be accelerated?
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Potentially Lessthan Lessthan

- Significant -
Sllg;rTr:lfgzsnt with Mitigation Sllgnr]ufgzgnt No Impact
P Incorporated P
2) Does the project include recreational facilitie L] L] X L]

or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Impact REC-1:.  The project wouldhotincrease the use of existing neighborhood and regio
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or beceleratedLess than
Significant Impact)

The proposed project would construgt to 108 multi-family residencesvhich would increase the

population by approximate®90people(see ImpacPOR1). The project would incrementally

increase the residenéhand on existing City parks. Therefore, pingject applicanis required to

provide approximately 0.7 acres of parklandne et t he City6s mini 8m stan
acres of parkland per 1,000 residents unideMFA provisions or pay fees-lieu of parkland

dedicationto reduce the impact on the City's existing pafke project applicant will pay fees-in

lieu of parkland dedication, which will be used by the City to acquire and/or develop new parkland

and/or amenities.

The proposed projegtould include orsite recreational facilities, such as ping pong tables, a
recreational area with synthetic turf, and a dining court and barbequé laegaroposed osite
recreational facilities and the dedication of parkland or paymentl@furfeeswould reduce the
p r o] demandan existing facilitie3hereforethe incremetal increase in populatiomould not
resultin substantiaphysical deterioration of existing park and recreational faciliflesss than
Significant Impact)

Impact REC-2:  The projecdoesnotinclude recreational facilities or require the constructic
or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physi
effect on the environmentLess than Significantimpact)

The proposegroject would include the construction of-eite recreational facilities (refer to Impact
REGC1). Theimpads (e.g., construction related water quality impacts, nesting louttsral
resourcesgonstructiorrelated vibratiomoise, hazards and hazardous materials) from construction
of these facilities would be reduced to less than significant with the implementationdifions of
approvaland mitigation measures described throughioigtinitial Study Construction of orsite
recreational facilities would not result in an adverse physical effect on the environment.

(Less than Significantimpact)

Civic Center Family Housing Project 138 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June 2022



4.17 TRANSPORTATION

The following discussion is bas@dpart upora transportation memorandum prepared by Hexagon
Transportation @nsultantsn April 2022 The memorandum is included in Appendix F of this Initial
Study.

417.1 Environmental Setting

4.17.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State and Regional
Senate Bill 743

SB 743 establishes criteria for determining the significan¢en§portation impacts using a VMT

metric intended to promote the reduction of GHG emissions, the development of multimodal
transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses. Specifically, SB 743 requires analysis of VMT

in determining the significanaa transportation impacts. Local jurisdictions were required by
Governoro6s Office of Planning and Research (OPR

California Governoroés Office of Planning and Re
The Cal i f orsOffice of Blannirgramd keséarch (OPR) develops technical advice on
i ssues that affect CEQA practice and | and use p

Evaluating Transportation Impactsiding affordable housing to infill locations generathproves
jobs-housing match, in turn shortening commutes and redydutig. Also, it is assumed thddw-
wage workers in particular would be more likely to choose a residential location close to their
workplace if one is availablén general low-income lousing generates less VMT than mariade
housing.

Regional Transportation Plan

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the transportation planning, coordinating,

and financing agency for the nkoeunty San Francisco Bay Areac¢luding Santa Clara County.

MTC is charged with regularly updating the Regional Transportation(RI&R), a comprehensive

blueprint for the development of mass transit, highway, airport, seaport, railroad, bicycle, and

pedestrian facilities in the regioMTC and ABAG adopted Plan Bay Ar2@50 inOctober 2021

which includes the regionds Sustainable Communi
and housing to meet GHG reduction targets set by CARB) ai{iRcluding a regional

transportabn investment strategy for revenues from federal, state, regional, and local sources over

the next 24 years).

Congestion Management Program

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) oversees the Congestion Management

Program (CMP), which isimed at reducing regional traffic congestion. The relevant state legislation
requires that all/l ur bani zed counties in Califor
share of gas tax revenues. State legislation requires that each CMP definéetraffof service

(LOS) standards, transit service standards, a trip reduction and transportation demand management, a
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land use impact analysis program, and a capital improvement element. VTA has review
responsibility for proposed development projects éna expected to affect CMP designated
intersections.

Local

Santa Clara Transportation Analysis Policy

The City of Santa Clara adopted a VMT Transportation Analysis Polignfdronmental reviewn

June 30, 2020rhe City of Santa Clara ¥MT Policy states that certain projects are presumed to

have a |l ess than significant I mpact based on th
These includearious types of developments swsh100 percergffordablehousing projectat infill

locatiors, locatserving public projectssmall projectsiocalserving retail projects (less than 50,000

square feet or lessgind/or transit supportive projects near major transit corrithatsmeet certain

screening criteria.

Santa Clara General Plan

All future development allowed by the proposed GPA shall be in conformance with adopted City
plans and policiesseneral Plan policiegpplicable to transportation/trafficclude but are not
limited to, the following listed below.

Policies Description

General Mobility and Transportation Policies
5.8.1P3 Identify opportunities to connect people to supportive services, public amenities, and transit.
Roadway Network Policies

5.8.2°2 Discourage widening of existing roadway or intersection rigifivay without first considering
operational improvements, such as traffic signal modificationsgtacket extensions, and
intelligent transportation systems.

5.8.2P3 Encourage undergrounding of utilities and utility equipment within the publichitfgvay and site
these facilities to provide opportunities for street trees and adequate sidewalks.

5.8.2P9 Require all new development to provide streets and sidewalks that meet City goals and star
including new development in employment areas.

5.8.3P9 Require new development to incorporate reduceditnparking and provide enhanced amenitie
such as pedestrian links, benches, and lighting, in order to encourage transit use and increa
access to transit services.

5.8.3P10 Require new devepment to participate in public/private partnerships to provide new transit
options between Santa Clara residences and businesses.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Network Policies

5.8.4°6 Require new development to connect individual sites with existingkameed bicycle and
pedestrian facilities, as well as with&ite and neighborhood amenities/services, to promote
alternate modes of transportation.

5.8.4P7 Require new development to provide sidewalks, street trees and lighting on both sidesestall
in accordance with City standards, including new developments in employment areas.

5.8.4°8 Require new development and public facilities to provide improvements, such as sidewalks,
landscaping, and bicycling facilities, to promote pedestrian arydlbicise.
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Policies

Description

5.8.4P9

5.8.4210

5.8.4213

Encourage pedestriZand bicyclériented amenities, such as bicycle racks, benches, signaliz
midzlock crosswalks, and bus benches or enclosures.

Encourage safe, secure, and convenient bicycle parking adf&nd i p, or bi cyc
such as showers or bicycle repair near destinations for all users, including commuters, resid
shoppers, students, and other bicycle travelers.

Promote pedestrian and bisoy wlre dseasfi egtny gtuh r
bicycle facilities, landscape strips and other buffers, as well as crosswalk design and placen

City of Santa Clara Bicycle Plan

The City of Santa Clara Final Bicycle Plan Update (2018) provides a bikgamrying and design

tool, which contains the policy vision, design guidance, and specific recommendations to guide

public and private investments in active transportation bicycle facilities and related programs.

City of Santa Clara Pedestrian Master Plan

The Pedestrian Master Plan, approved February 25, 2020, is a féowaking plan to capture the

benefits of walking as the City anticipates growth and redevelopment. The plan establishes methods

for safe, comfortable, convenient, active, and implementadaés to improve walkability and
establish zones for improved pedestrian development.

4.17.1.2

Existing Conditions

Roadway Network

Regional access to the project site is provide#lighway US) 101, as described below.

1 US 101is an eighlane freeway withthree mixedflow lanes and one higbccupancy vehicle
(HOV) lane in each direction in the vicinity of the site. It extends north through San

Francisco and south through Gilroy. Regional access to the project site is provided via its

interchange with Boweravenue.

Local access to the site is providedEyCamino Real/SR 82, San Tomas Express\8apit
Boulevard Lincoln Street, and Civic Center Drive.

1 ElI Camino Real/SR 82 an arterial that runs (generally) negbuth from San Francisco to
San Jose ahparallels US 101 andterstate (H280. In theprojectarea, EI Camino Real has
an eastvest alignment and six travel lanes. The major intersections are controlled by traffic
signalsin t he City of Santa Cl ar ads d@samarterall

El Camino Real intersects with Lincoln Street, which provides access to the project site.

1 San Tomas Expresswapa six to eightlane, northsouth roadway that extends between SR
17 in Campbell and US 101 in the City of Santa Clarae [@ne in each direction operates as

an HOV lane from 6:00 AM to 9:00 AM and from 3:00 PM to 7:00 PM Monday through
Friday.
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1 Scott Boulevards a fourlane arterial roadway that extends between Lawrence Expressway
and Washington Street and intersects \sélieral other arterial roadways in the City
including Bowers Avenue, San Tomas Expressway, Monroe Street, and El Camino Real.

1 Lincoln Streets a northsouth, connector roadway that provides a link between Warburton
Avenue and Winchester Boulevard. Linc@treet is a fodlane road north of EI Camino
Real. From El Camino Real to Homestead Road, Lincoln Street isam&agoad. Lincoln
Street becomes Winchester Boulevard south of Homestead Road. Lincoln Street provides
access to the project site.

9 Civic Center Drivas a twolane local street, between Lincoln Street and Warburton Avenue
that providegrivewayaccesslirectly to the project site.

Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Bicycle Facilities

Bicycle facilities are comprised of patfGlass I), lanes (Class Il), routes (Class, Bd separated,
protected bike laregClass 1V) Bicycle paths are paved trails that are setparam roadwaysThere

are bicycle lanes on Warburton Avenue and Monroe Street that connect cyclists fronjebisipe

to the surrounding areas. Based on the Santa Clara Bicycle Master Plan Updated&311B biglycle
lanes are recommended along Lincoln Street between Warburton AveniieGariino Real and

along Scott Boulevard for the entire street. A Clégsicycle boulevard is recommended along
Lincoln Street south of EI Camino Real. Class IV separated bike lanes are recommended along El
Camino Real for the entire street.

Pedestrian Facilities

Pedestrian facilities in the project area consisgiaddéwalks and crosswalks. A continuous network of
sidewalks is present along all of the surrounding streets. Crosswalks with pedestrian signal heads are
located at all of the signalized intersections in the project area. A high visibility crosswalk and a
standard crosswalk are available along the north leg and west leg, respeatitreyl, incoln

Street/Civic Center Drive intersection.

Existing Transit Facilities

Existing transit service in the project vicinity is provided by the VAAus stop for the Frequent

Route 22 is located 635 feet from the project site on EI Camino Real at Lincoln Street. Other routes
with bus stops less than 2,000 feet from the project site include Local Routes 21 and 59 and Rapid
Route 522Frequent Route 2@nd Rapid Route 22 have-tiinute headways during peak commute
hours at a bus stop on El Camino Real and Scott Boulevard (see Figlijehé nearest VTA bus
services are describedTable 4.171.
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Table 4.17-1: VTA Bus Service in the Project Area
Route Route Description Location of Nearest Bus Headway
Stops (min)
10 to15min
_ _ (peak hourk
, El Camino RedLincoln
Frequent Route 2] Palo Alto Transit Center to Street
9 | Eastridge Transit Center 30 to60 min
(non-peak
hou)
Local Route21 Stanford Shopplng_ Centay Monroe StredEl Camino 30
Santa Clara Transit Center Real
Saratoga Avenue and Stevens .
Local Route 59 | Creek Boulevardio Baypointe Monroe SgnglEl Caming 30 to 50 min
Station
. Palo Alto TransiCenter to El Camino Real/Scott .
Rapid Route 522 Eastridge Transit Center Boulevard 1510 30 min
VTA. Routes. Accessed December 15, 202fps://www.vta.org/go/routes
min = minutes
4.17.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially ;es_s;hant Lessthan
Significant witl:gl\ziltilca? Significant No Impact
Impact gation Impact
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Conflict with aprogram plan, ordinancgor ] ] = ]
policy addressinghe circulation system,
including transit, roadways, bicycle lanasd
pedestriarfacilities?
2) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA ] ] X ]
Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivisidm?
3) Substantially increase hazards due to a ] ] X ]
geometriadesign feature (e.g., sharp curves
dangerous intersections) or incompatible us
(e.g., farm equipment)?
4) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] = ]

Impact TRN-1:  The project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle
lanes and pedestrianfacilities. (Less than Significant Impact)

The project is consistent with the

connectivity and expand pedestreamd transio ppor t uni t i es.
policiesis described below.

policies of
The projectods
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Impacts to Bicycle, Pedestrian, andransit Facilities

Pedestrian Facilities

Consistent with General Plan Policies 5:BAand 5.8.48, the project wouldonstruct new 1-foot

wide sidewalks along the project frontages on Lincoln Street and Civic Center Drive. The
sidewalks would facilitee pedestrian movements between the project site and surrounding points of
interest, such as bus stops. In addition to new sidewalks along the project frontages, the project
would also construct a publicly accessible courtyard along with pedestrian walkkaayould

connect to the new sidewalk on Lincoln Street

In accordance with General Plan Policy 5:B#3 to promote pedestrian safety for sidewalis, t
following condition of approval isequiredfor the new sidewalks along Lincoln Street a@idic
Center Drive

Condition of Approval: With the new sidewalks along the project frontages, the project applicant
shallbuild two curb rampasat the northwest corner of the Lincoln Street/Civic Center Drive
intersectiorandbuilt to Americans with Disailities Act (ADA) standards.

With the implementation of the above condition of approval, the project would improve connectivity
and would not conflict a policy or plan addressing pedestrian facilitiess than Significant
Impact)

Bicycle Facilities

The project would provide secure bicycle storage in a bicycle room on the ground level of the
northeast corner of the building. The bicycle room would be accessed using the pedestrian walkway
from Lincoln Street. The project would also provide bicycle rankbe surface parking lot adjacent

to the back entrance of the proposed building.

Since the main entrance of the building would face Lincoln Street, with a publicly accessible
courtyard next to the entrance, the following condition of approval shafifdemented.

Condition of Approval: The project applicant shall provide bicycle ragkthin 200 feet of a
building entranceand/or highly visible area.

Based on the Citybés Bicycle Master Plan Update
bicycle to work is about two percent, which equates to one new bicycle trip during the AM and PM

peak hours for thproposedroject.This demand could be served by the various bicycle facilities in

the immediate vicinity of the project site. The increadeigycle trips by the project would not
conflict with existing or planned bicycle facil
Master Plan Update 201%@/ith the implementation of the above condition of approte project

would not conflictwith a program or policy addressing bicycle facilitidsess than Significant

Impact)
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Transit Services

Due to the proximity of bus stops to the project site, it is assumed that some residents of the project
would utilize the existing transservices. Assuming a commute hour transit mode share of two
percent (as recommended by VTA guidelines), the project would generate one new transit rider
during the peak hours. Therefore, the new ridership could be accommodated by the existing transit
services.The proposed project would not interfere with the construction of planned femildies,

nor would the project exceed the capacity of the existing system. The project would not conflict with
a program plan or policy addressing trar(siess thanSignificant Impact)

Impact TRN-2:  The project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.3, subdivision (bJLess than Significant Impact)

As discussed in Section 4.17the City ofSanta Clara ¥MT Policy states that@0 percent

affordable housing projects at infill locations are presumed to have a less than significanamdpact

do not require a VMT analysis. The proposed project would be an infill developmenbuld bea

100 percent affordable housing projegith106a f f or dabl e units and two mal
Therefore, the project would result in a less than significant VMT imflae$s than Significant

Impact)

Impact TRN-3:  The project would not substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
designfeature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)]Less than Significant Impact)

Vehicle access to the site would be provided via one new full access driveway on Civic Center Drive
and one full accessigeway on Lincoln Streefhe project would close the existing driveway on

Civic Center Drive and create a new drivevegproximately 175 feet west of the existing driveway

to provide access to the surface parking Tdte Lincoln Street driveway would pride access tthe
parking garage.

Driveway Design

The project drivewaywould provide tweway accesand would be 24 feet wid&his is in
compliance witithe Santa Clar€ity Code,Section18.74050.

Condition of Approval: The width of thedriveway shall be a minimum of 24 feet wide and built to
City Standard SB.

Sight Distance at Project Driveways

The proposed driveway locati®an Civic Center Driveand Lincoln Streetvereevaluated to
determine if the sight distance at the drivessapuld be adequate. Adequate sight distance reduces
the likelihood of a collision at driveways and provides drivers with the ability to locate sufficient
gaps in traffic to exit a driveway. Sigtistance of a driveway is evaluated based on the stopping
sight distance recommended by Caltrain for a given design speed.
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The posted speed limit on Civic Center Dramd Lincoln Streeis 25miles per hour (mph)The
Caltrans stopping sight distanse200feet (based on a design speed of 30 mphegrefore a driver
must be able to see 200 feet in bdittections of Civic Center Drivand Lincoln Streeto locate a
sufficient gap to turn out of the driveway.

There is a roadway curve on Civic Centeiv®, approximately 20 feet west of theriveway and

also on Lincoln Street, approximately 190 feet north of the drivedawever, here would be

adequate sight distanéar seeingvehicles turning around the curveshe proposed drivewagn

Civic CenterDrive islocated approximately 305 feet west of the Lincoln Street/Civic Center Drive
intersectionAs a resultthe sight distance would be adequatedfivers exiting the driveway to find
sufficient gaps in traffic to continue onto Civic Center DriVke Lincoln Street driveway is
approximately 220 feet north of the Lincoln Street/Civic Center Drive intersections and site distance
would be adequate for vehicles turning onto Lincoln Stretking will be precluded on Lincoln

Avenue along the projeatdntage, so parked cars would not obstruct views of exiting drivers.

With the implementation of the above conditions of approval, the project wousdibstantially
increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatiblessshan Sigificant
Impact)

Impact TRN-4:  The project would not result in inadequate emergency acces@_ess than
Significant Impact)

Emergency vehicleg.e., fire trucks)would access the project site from Lincoln Street, Civic Center
Drive, and thesurface parking lot drive aisle via the driveway on Civic Center Drive. The project
would provideadequate emergency accesgethe project buildingvithin hose reachy fire trucks

on Lincoln Street and Civic Center Drive, or in the surface parkindyiwe aisle.The project would
not result in inadequate emergency acogsss than Significant Impact)

4.17.3 Non-CEQA Effects

While the evaluation of project CEQA impacts on the transportation system is based othgMT,
following operational analysis included for informational purpospsur suant to the Cit
Transportation Policy

4.17.3.1 ProjectTrip Generation

Traffictripsgenemst ed by t he proposed p MadjReecMult-fargly e est i ma
Housing r ates per the | nst iTdp@enerationfMaiual dY¥Editiom. Engi nee
Based on the VTA Transportation Impact AnalyJisA) Guidelines, housing projextocated within

2,000 feet of a major bus stop can apply a two percent trip reduction to the trip generation. A major

bus stop is defined as a stop where six or more lpesdsour from the same or different routes stop

during the peak periods discussin in Section 4.17.2he project is located withip,000 feet of the

bus stops along El Camino Real for VTA Routes 22 and 522, which both haeglaay of 15

minutes during peak periodd.summary of project trip generation estimates is shown in Table 4.17

2, below.
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Table 4.17-2: Project Trip Generation Estimates
i AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use _E_)"?‘”y
nps In Out | Total | In Out | Total

Proposed Projeét Multi-Family 499 9 32 41 26 17 43
Residences

Transit Reductiorf2 percent), -10 0 -1 -1 -1 0 -1
Net Project Trips 489 9 31 40 25 17 42
* ITE Trip Generation Manual, Edition, 2021 Mid-Rise Multifamily Housing (Land Use 221)

As shown in Table 4.12, the project would generad® AM peak hour trips and 42 PM peak hour
trips. Based on VTA TIA Guidelines, since the project does not gerig@ter more net new
weekday AM or PM peak hotirips, the project does not warrahe peparation of dull traffic
impact analysisTIA).

4.17.3.2 On-site Circulation

The project drivewaywould provide access to the surface lot and the parking garage. The project
would provide 96degree parking throughout the proposed parking structure. All drive aisles would
be 26 feet wide. The parking stal®uld be8.5 feet wide and 17 feet long. Rmarking facilities

using uniform stall dimensions, the minimum drive aisle widtdldie 24 feet. Therefore, the
proposed parking stalls would meet the requirement. The prodasedaisle width, ircombination

with the parking dimensions, would providefficient room for vehiclet backout of the 9édegree
parking stalls.

Onsite vehicle circulation was also evaluated to identify whether there areeddaadsles within the
surface lot and parking garage. The surface lot would have setieaaisle Therefore, the following
condition of approval shall be implemented.

1 Condition of Approval: The project shall provide a turnaround space at the-eledaisle in
the surface parking lot to provide adequate circulation.
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4.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

This dscussion is in part based upoNative American Consultation Summary Memorandum
prepared on December 14, 2021. A copy of this
Development Department.

4.18.1 Environmental Setting

4.18.1.1 Regulatory Framework

Senate BIll 18

Senate Bill 18 (SB 18), established in 2005, requires city governments to consult with California
Native American tribes on projects which include the adoption or amendment of general plans
(defined in Government Code Section 65300 et seq.) andisgeans (defined in Government
Code Section 65450 et seq.).

Assembly Bill 52

AB 52, effective July 2015, established a new category of resources for consideration by public
agencies called Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs). AB 52 requires lead agencies to provide notice of
projects to tribes that are traditionally and culturallyliated with the geographic area if they have
requested to be notified. Where a project may have a significant impact on a tribal cultural resource,
consultation is required until the parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect on
atribal cultural resource amtil it is concluded that mutual agreement cannot be reached.

Under AB 52, TCRs are defined as follows:

1 Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native Anerican tribe that are also either:

o Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of
Historic Resourcesor

0 Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 5020.1(k)

1 Aresouce determined by the lead agency to be a TCR.

4.18.1.2 Existing Conditions

In Jine2021, the City received a letter from Tamien Nation (a Native Americanviitbdraditional

and cultural affiliation with the geographic ayeaquesting to be notified of proposed projects within
the Cityin accordance with AB 52 herefore, the City is subject to AB 52 requiremeNis.other

tribes have requestedtobeon@et yd6s AB 52 notification | ist.

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on October 12, 2021; a search of
the Sacred Land File (SLF) and a list of Native American representatives with traditional affiliations
to the area was requestdthe objective of the SLF search was to determine if the NAHC has any
knowledge of Native American cultural resources (e.g., traditional use of gathering area, place of

Civic Center Family Housing Project 148 Initial Study
City of Santa Clara June 2022



religious or sacred activity, etc.) within the project site and its immediate viclifigySLF search
was negative.

Since the proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment, the project is subject to SB 18
requirementsiNotification letters pertaining to SB 18 were prepared and sent to the Native American
contacts listed by the NAC (based on a list of tribal contacts prowde the City on September 21,
2021)via email on November 19, 2021. The City sent the joint SB 18/AB 52 notification letter to the
Tamien Nation by certified mail and email. Based on the date of notificatobtha required

timeline for responses, a formal request for tribal consultatmud be requirethy December 20,

2021, under AB 52, and by Febru&®, 2022, under SB 18. No respongas received from the tribe

by the time this Initial Study finalized fairculated and consultation was ended.

4.18.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially L.es:.;t.han Lessthan
S Significant -
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the projectause a substantial adverse
change in theignificance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically definec
terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with twdal value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

1) Listed or eligible for listing in the California ] ] X ]
Register of Historical Resources, or in a loci
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resarces Code Sectids020.1(k)?

2) A resource determined by the lead agency, ] ] = ]
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuanttdaeria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resourc
Code Section 502471n applyingthe criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resowsc
Code Section 5024, thelead agency shall
consider thesignificance of the resource to a
California Ndive American tribe

Impact TCR-1:  The project wouldhot cause a substantial adverse change in the significal
of a tribal cultural resource thatlisted or eligible for listing in the Californie
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resour
as defined in Public Resousc€ode Section 5020.1(K)ess than
Significant Impact)

Based on th&LF search resuliso tribal cultural resourcescluding sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, or sacred place have been idendifitgte siteln addition, no information on potential
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resources was provided by affiliated trib€kerefore, implementation of the proposed project would
have aéss than significant impact on tribal cultural resources.

If, howeverany unknowrtribal cultural resourcearefound onsite, those resources would be
addressed consistent with the mitigation measures-ZWUlthrough CUE2.3. Thereforewith the
implementation of mitigation measurdbge proposed project would have a less than significant
impact on tribal cultural resourcdtess Than Significant Impac)

Impact TCR-2:  The project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significi
of a tibal cultural resource that is determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursu.
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 502
(Less than Significant Impac)

As discussed under Impact TERthere are no known tribal cultural resourcesioe, and the

project includesnitigationmeasures to reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level. For
this reason, the projewould not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resources that is determined by the lead agency.
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4.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

The following analysis is based in part oBanitary Sewer Capacifyssessmentomplded by the
City of Santa Clara ibecember 2021The memorandum can be found in Appen@of thisInitial
Study.

419.1 Environmental Setting

4.19.1.1 Regulatory Framework
State

State Water Code

Pursuant to the State Water Code, water suppliers providing water for municipal purposes to more
than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000faetgapproximately 980 million gallons) of
water annually must prepare and adopt an urban water maeaagplen (UWMP) and update it

every five years. As part of a UWMP, water agencies are required to evaluate and describe their
water resource supplies and projected needs ovelyad®(lanning horizon, water conservation,
water service reliabilitywaterrecycling, opportunities for water transfers, and contingency plans for
drought events. The City of Santa Clara adopted its most recent UWbdiRer2021

Assembly Bill 939

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, or AB 939, establishbddgrated

Waste Management Board, required the implementation of integrated waste management plans, and
mandated that local jurisdictions divert at least 50 percent of solid waste generated (from 1990
levels), beginning January 1, 2000, and divereast 75 percent by 2010. Projects that would have

an adverse effect on waste diversion goals are required to include waste diversion mitigation
measures.

Assembly Bill 341

AB 341(2011)sets forth the requirements of the statewide mandatory commeuggieling

program Businesses that generate four or more cubic yards of garbage per week affahmiiylti
dwellings with five or more units in California are required to recycle. AB 341 sets a statewide goal
for 75 percent disposal reduction by the year 2020

Senate Bill 1383

SB 1383(2016)establishes targets to achieve a 50 percent reduction in the level of the statewide
disposal of organic waste from the 2014 level by 2020 and a 75 percent reduction by 2025. The bill
grants CalRecycle the regulatory awity required to achieve the organic waste disposal reduction
targets and establishes an additional target that at least 20 percent of currently disposed edible food is
recovered for human consumption by 2025.
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California Green Building Standards Code

In January 2010, the State of California adopted the California Green Building Standards Code,
establishing mandatory green building standards for all buildings in CalifGimeamost recent

edition was issued by the state in 2019 and became effectivetan@ara on January 1, 20Zthe

code covers five categories: planning and design, energy efficiency, water efficiency and
conservation, material conservation and resources efficiency, and indoor environmental quality.
These standards include the followimgndatory set of measures, as well as more rigorous voluntary
guidelines, for new construction projects to achieve specific green building performance levels:

Reducing indoor water use by 20 percent

Reducing wastewater by 20 percent

Recyclingand/or salvaging 50 percent of nonhazardous construction and demolition debris
Providing readily accessible areas for recycling by occupants

PN

Local

City of Santa Clara General Plan

The Santa Clara 2012035 General Plan includes policies that address the reduction of GHG gas
emissions during the planning horizon of the General Hla@a following goals, policies, and actions
are applicable to the proposed project:

Policies Description

5.3.12P9 Require that new development provide adequate public services and facilities, infrastructur
amenities to serve the new employment or residential growth.

5.3.2P27 Encourage screening of abegeound utility equipment to minimizéisual impacts.
5.3.12P28 Encourage undergrounding of new utility lines and utility equipment throughout the City.
5.10.1P6 Require adequate wastewater treatment and sewer conveyance capacity for all new develc

5.10.5P21  Require that storrdrain infrastructure is adequate to serve all new development and is in plz
prior to occupancy.

4.19.1.2 Existing Conditions
Water Services

Water is provided to the site by the City of Santa Clara Water Ufilitg system consists of more

than 35 miles of wéer mains26 activewells, and sevestorage tanks with approximatel§.3

million gallons of water capacif}. Drinking water is provided by an extensive underground aquifer
(accessdby t he Cityds well s) andVabeyWdtenimporteld srdome s al e w
the Sacrament8an Joaquin Delta) and the San Francisco Hdetichy System (imported from the

Sierra Nevada)lhe three sources are used interchangeably or are blended to§etla¢er recharge

program administered byalley Waterfrom local reservoirs and imported Sacrame®am Joaquin

Delta water enhances the dependability of the underground aquifer.

BCityof SantaClara fAWater Utility. o Acc e btpe/dww.shaaylaratalgov/e2r02 1. Av a
city/departmentsg-z/watersewerutilities/waterutility .
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For certain approved negpotable uses, recycled water from the San Jose/Santa Clara Regional
Wastewater Facility's South Bay Recycled Water facility is uBkdre are no recycled water lines

near the project sité.The project site consists of a vacaffioe building and does not currently
utilize the Cityodés water wutilities for indoor u
of the landscaped area.

Wastewater Services

The City of Santa Clara Departments of Public Works and WateSewdr Utilities are responsible
for the wastewater collection system within the Oitfastewater is collected by sewer systems in
Santa Clara and is conveyed by pipelines tdbgional Wastewater Facility&cility) located in

San JoséThe RWF is one othe largest advanced wastewater treatment facilities in California and
serves over.2 million people in San José, Santa Clara, Milpitas, Campbell, Cupertino, Los Gatos,
Saratoga, and Monte Secett The RWF has available capacity to treat up torh@lif on gallons per
day (ngd. The RWFpresently operates at an average dry weather flow of 110 mgd, which is 57
mgd (or 35 percent) underh e f d@&7imgd treagniest capacityApproximately10 percent of
the plant s ef f |-potabe tsesiasd the eroandel flews info &an Franzisco Bay

The NPDES permit for thEacility includes wastewater discharge requiremerte. site is
unoccupied and does nadrrentlygenerate wastewater.

Stormwater Drainage

The City of Santa Clara owns and maintains the municipal storm drainage system which serves the
project site. Existingtorm drainlines are located benedthvic Center Drive and Lincoln Streeill
stormwater enterGuadalupe Rivethrough the existing stormwater drainage system.

Solid Waste

Solid waste collection in the City of Santa Clara is provided by Mission Trail Waste System through
a contract with the City. Mission Trail Waste System also has a contract to implemergahe Cl
Green portion of the Cityds recycling plan by ¢
provided through Stevens Creek Disposal and Recycling. The City has an arrangement with the
owners of the Newby Island Landfill, located in San Jas@rovide disposal capacity for the City of
Santa Clara through 20ZBhe City of San José approved expansion of Newby Island Landfill in
August 2012 and the landfill could continue to provide disposal capacity to Santa Clara beyond 2024
Prior to 2024, he City would need to amend their contract with Newby Island or contract with

another landfill operatorhich would be subject to environmental reviévhe City also owns

property outside its jurisdictional boundaries that could provide for solid wastesail. The Newby

Island Landfill has a remaining capacity of 13.7 million cubic yafdewby Island Landfill is

94 City of San Jose. Recycled Water: South Bay Water Recycling. Accessed December 17, 2021.
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showdocument?id=522

%City of San José i S a®antd @asa@Régonal Wastewater Facility. o Accessed
https://www.sanjoseca.gov/yegovernment/environment/watetilities/regionalwastevaterfacility .

9 City of Santa Clara2010-2035 General Plan Integrated Final Environmental Impact Rep@H# 2008092005

January 2011.

97 Personal Communication. North, Daniel, General Manager, Republic SeRic@HSL - remaining capacity and

est.closure dateApril 19, 2021.
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currently in the process of seeking authorization from San José to expand the permitted capacity and
accept an additional 15.1 million culyiards® If the landfill is not available to accept waste, the

City will prepare a contract with another landfill, such as Guadalupe Mines in San José€, which is
anticipated to close in 2048.

As discussed in Section 4.19.1.1, SB 188tablishes targets &xhieve a 50 percent reduction in the
level of the statewide disposal of organic waste from the 2014 level by 2020 and a 75 percent
reduction by 2028n addition to thestate targetshe City of Santa Clara has a construction debris
diversion ordinancevhich requires all projects over 5,000 square feet to divert a minimum 50
percent of construction and demolition debris from landfllilee building contractor would also be
required to comply with the 2019 California Green Building Standards Code (codifiatle 24,

Part 11 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR)) Section 5.408 Construction Waste Reduction,
Disposal and Recycling, which requires the recycling or salvaging for reuse of a minimum of 65
percent of the nonhazardous construction and deomowaste .Landscaping/tree maintenance
would occur on the project site that would generate yard wdstenal soil waste is generated from
site maintenance.

4.19.2 Impact Discussion
Potentially L_es_st‘han Lessthan
. Significant R
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

Would the project:
1) Require or result in theelocation or ] ] X ]
construction of never expandedvater,
wastewater treatment stormwater drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunicationgacilities, the construction
or relocatiorof which could cause significant
environmental effects?
2) Haveinsufficient water supplies available to [l ] X ]
serve the proje@nd reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?
3) Result in a determination by the wastewater ] ] X ]
treatment provider which serves or may sen
the project that iloes not havadequate
capacity to serve tt

demand in addition t
commitments?
4) Gererate solid waste in excess tdts or local ] ] X ]

standardsor in excess of the capacity local
infrastructure or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction g@als
5) Be noncomplianwvith federal, stategr locall ] ] X ]
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

®The Mercury News. AiSan Jos® to Study Odors from Newby
Accessed: April 24, 2018. Available attps://www.mercurynews.com/2016/01/14/gaseto-study-odorsfrom-
newbyislandlandfill-beforeconsideringany-expansion/
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Impact UTL-1:  The project wouldotrequire or result in the relocation or construction of
new or expaded water, wastewater ttegentor stormwater drainage, electri
power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant environmental efféicess than
Significant Impact)

The proposed project would connect to the Cityo
solid waste, and wastewater system infrastructNegural gas connections would not be permitted

for the project.The proposed project would incrementatigrease the demand on existiiagilities

in the City of Santa Clara. The analysis in the following sections distiss@otential impacts of

the project on existing facilities. Based on the following analysis, no relocation of existing or
constructiorof new facilitiesthat would cause a significant environmental efegetneeded to serve

the proposed projediless than Significant Impact)

Impact UTL-2:  The project wouldhot have insufficient water supplies available to serve th
project andeasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dn
multiple dry years(Less than Significant Impact)

The project would construet108-unit multi-family developmentvith landscapingBased on the
CalEEMod estimatefor water useompletedor the project, the projegtestimated demanatould
be approximately 19,638allons of water per day for indoor use and 12,380 gallons per day for
irrigation >

Based on the maximum 0.5 FAR allowed for the exisGogimunity Commercial General Plandan

use designatiorgnup to 30,500 square foot retail/commercial building would be allowed under this
designationA 30,500 square foot retail space would demand approximately 6,200 gallons of water
per day for indoor use and 3,8@8llons per day for outwr use/landscaping 30,500 square foot

office space would demand approximately 14,850 gallons of water per day for indoor use and 9,105
gallons per day for outdoor us€’ The proposed project would result in a higher water demand than
uses under thexisting General Plan land uaed existing uses (with no water demarubwever,

the increase in water demand would not exceed the capacity of the Santa Clara Water Utility to
provide water services to the asffictetwatelsuppleesta i t i on
meet the projected water demand of the City and the proposed project during normal, single dry year,
and multiple dry year scenaridsess Than Significant Impact)

Impact UTL-3:  The project wouldhotresult in a determinatioby the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it does not have ade
capacity to serve the projectaos
existing commitmentgLess than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)

% Based on Senate Bill 610, since the project is not proposel/eop 500 residential units or morejetailed
water supply assessment is not requfcedhe project

100 CalEEMod. User Guide. Appendix D, Data Tables. Table 9.1, Water Use Rates: Strip Mall. June 2021.
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/defatdburce/caleemod/usguide 2021 /appendbd202064-0-full -
merge.pdf?sfvrsn=12
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Based on the Ci tFacifitghasGhe capacity to tréal 1&7mmilliort ghllens of
wastewater a day. The Cityds average dry weathe
23 mgdBased on the wastewater flow unit flow factor of 245 gallons per day provided in the

p r o] sambryGever capacity assessmehé project would generate 16,940 gallons per day of
wastewater.

The office uses under the existing General Plan land use designation would gemesdiemated

12,625gallons of wastewater per dagsSuming the office spae 6 s wast ewat er gener a
85 percent of indoor water ysé&ssumingther et ai | spaceds wastewater ge.l
percent of indoor water use, retaiider the current designatisould generate approximately 5,270

gallons of wastewater per dayhe proposed project would generate more wastewater than uses

under the existing General Plan land use designatidrexisting use esite (which would generat

no wastewater)However, he proposed project would not increase the need for wastewater treatment
beyond the capacity of tHecility.

The proposed project would connect to existing sewer @ingSivic Center Drive and Lincoln

Avenue Based on the sewer capacity assessmentgewastr from theroject sitewasdirected to

flow monitoring sites/manholes on Monroe Street (between Cabrillo Avenue and Don Avenue) and
Warburton Avenue at Fillmore Streetdetermine if the City has capacity to serve the proposed
developmentThe pipeihes the project would connect to would have capacity ranging from 56 to

294.5 gallonper minuteT he Ci tyob6s sewer pipeline system has
developmentCity staff have concluded that there is sufficient wastewater treatmertitgepathe

project (Less Than Significant Impact)

Impact UTL-4:  The project wouldhot generate solid waste in excesstate or local
standardsor in excess of the capacity of local infrastructamreotherwise
impair the attainment of solidaste reduction goal@_ess than Significant
Impact)

The Newby Island Landfill, located in San José, has an agreement with the City to provide disposal
capacity hrough 2024Based on CalEEMod estimatelse tproposed project would generattotal

of approximately280 pounds of solid waste per dakhis is 280 pounds per day more than the solid
waste currently generated-site. For office uses under the current General Plan land use
designation, these uses would generate a maximum of approximé&@dypghunds of waste per

dayt®* and retail would generate approximat&B0 pounds of solid waste per day.

The proposed projectwoutdo mpl y wi th the Cityds construction
waste diversion requirementsthe Newby Island_andfill is not available to accept waste after

2024, the Citywill prepare a contract with another landfill with capacity, such as Guadalupe Mines

in San José, which is not anticipated to close until 2B&8ause the project can be served by a

landfill with capacityand would not result in a significant increase in solid waste or recyclable

mat erials, the projectdés i mpacwoldbedessdhbred t o s ol
significant (Less than Significant Impact)

101 CalRecycle. Commercial Sector Generation Rates. Accessed DecemBép1.
https://www?2.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastecharacterization/general/a@84 Ibs/day * 30,500 square feet of office =
2,562 Ibs of waste per day.
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Impact UTL-5:  The project wouldhotbe noncompliant with federal, state,local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid was
(Less than Significant Impact)

The proposed project would not negatively impact the provision of solid waste services and would
comply withAB 341 which requires all businesses in California that generate four or more cubic
yards of garbage per week (approximately 6,740 pounds per wecdycle Future occupants of

the site would be required to direct and recycle waste consistent with federal, state, and local
requirements. Thus, the project would not impair the attainment of solid waste reductiofLgsals.
than Significant Impact)
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State

4,20 WILDFIRE

4.20.1 Environmental Setting
4.20.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Fire Hazard Severity Zones

CAL FIRE is required by law to map areas of significant fire hazards based on fuels, terrain, weather,
and other relevant factors. Referred to as Fire Hazard Se¥engs (FHSZs), these maps influence

how people construct buildings and protect property to reduce risk associated with wildland fires.
FHSZs are divided into areas where the state has financial responsibility for wildland fire protection,

known as stateesponsibility areas (SRAS), and areas where local governments have financial
responsibility for wildland fire protection, known as local responsibility areas (LRAs). Homeowners
living in an SRA are responsible for ensuring that their property is in camplia
building and fire codes. Only lands zoned for very high fire hazard are identified within LRAS.

4.20.

1.2 Existing Conditions

Wi

th Cal

The project site is located in a highly urbanized ares the City ofSanta Clara. This area is not

located within a Fire Hazard Severity Zone as designated by Cal Fire and Resource

Assessment Progratf?

4.20.2 Impact Discussion
. Lessthan
gic;]tr?irf]itclzdrl\{ 'Sign.if.icar?t ;Zifftuzzgt No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
If located in or near state responsibility areas or
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project:
1) Substantiallympair an adopted emergency ] ] ] X
response plan or emergency evacuation pla
2) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other ] ] ] X
factors exacerbate wildfire risks, and tkeéy
expose project occupantsgollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
3) Require the installation or nenance of ] ] ] X

associated infrastructure (such as roads, fue
breaks, emergency water sources, power lir
or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire ris
or that may result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

102 California Departrent of Forestry and Fire Protectidfire Hazard Severity Zones Maps. Santa Clara. Accessed

November 8, 2021https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfirplanningengineering/wildlanehazardsbuilding-
codesl/firehazardseverityzonesmaps/
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Lessthan

Potentially o Lessthan
- Significant L
Significant . e Significant No Impact
with Mitigation
Impact Impact
Incorporated

If located in or near state responsibility areas or
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project:
4) Expose people or structures to significant ] ] ] X
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff,
postfire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

The project site is not located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones; therefore, the project would not result in wildhjracts.(No Impact)
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4.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Lessthan

Potentially Significant Lessthan
Significant ] 9 s Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P
1) Does the project have the potential to ] = ] ]

substantiallydegrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habite
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a pla
or animal communitysubstantiallyreduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

2) Does the project have impacts that are ] = ] ]

individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? (ACumMmML

means that the incremental effects of a proj

are considerable when viewed in connectior

with the effects of past projects, the effects «

other current projects, and thigeets of

probable future projecls

3) Does the project have environmental effects ] ] X O]
which will cause substantial adverse effects
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Impact MFS-1:  The project doesot have the potential to substantially degrade the quality
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife spec
cause a fish or wildlif@opulation to drop below se#fustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce ti
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of Galif history or
prehistory (Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)

As discussed in the previous sections of this Initial Study, the proposed project would not degrade the
quality of the environment with implementation of identifehditions of approval and mitigation
measuresAs discussed iection 4.4 Biological Resourcegyith the implementation of the

identified mtigation measure@mitigation measur®M BIO-1.1), the project would not significantly
impact migratory bird onesting raptor populations. The project site is developed, is within an urban
area, and does not contain suitable habitat for spsteiils plant or wildlife species. As discussed in
Sedion 4.5,Cultural Resourceand Section 4.18, Tribal Cultural Resces with implementation of

the mitigation measurddM CUL-2.1, MM CUL-2.2, MM CUL-2.3 and MM CUL-3.1,the project

would have a less than significant impact on archaeological and tribal cultural resources. The project
would not result in any impacts to tosc resourceqLess than Significant Impact with

Mitigation Incorporated)
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Impact MFS-2:  As mitigated, e project doesot have impacts that are individually limited
but cumulatively considerahlé_ess than Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorpora ted)

Under Section 15065(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency shall find that a project may have

a significant effect on the environment where there is substantial evidence that the project has
potenti al environment al edf,f datts cflutmudtatdrve | iyn ciown
defined in Section 15065(a)(3) of the CEQA Guid
incremental effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the

effects of past projest the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future

pr o] &hastingial Btudy evaluates the environmental impacts of the proposed office development
project. This Initial Study also takes into account other past, pendingrelmabte future projects

whose impacts could combine to produce cumulative impacts.

Based on the Citybés pending and approved I|ist o
adjacent to the project site. Projects within-tiadf mile of the sitenclude: a 5éunit condominium

project under construction at 1890 El Camino Real (approximately 600 southwest of the site) and an
approved 13unit condominium development project under construction located on 1900 Warburton
Avenue(approximately 600 feetanthwest of the site)

Resource Topics not Impacted by the Project

The project would have no impact on agricultural, mineral resources, and wildfire hazards; therefore,
the project has no potential to combine with other projects to result in cumulative impacts to those
resources.

Cumulative Air Quality Impacts

Regional Air Quality Impacts

By its nature, air pollution is largely a cumulative impact. The geographidareamulative air

guality impacts is the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. No single project is sufficient in size, by
itself, to result in nonattainment of ambient a
emissions contribute to existingraulatively significantadverse air quality impacts. The project

would emit criteria air pollutants and contribute to the overall regional emissions of these pollutants.

The project evel thresholds identified by Bpae@MdD (whi
in Section 4.3, Air Qualilyare the basis for determining whether a project has a cumulatively

considerable contribution to the existing cumulatively significant air quality impaecte pr oj ect 6's
construction(with the implementation of best mage@ament practices to reduce fugitive dust

emissionyand operational criteria air pollutant emissions would be below BAAQMD thresholds for

these pollutantsTherefore, the projeéts i ncr ement al contri bution to r
would not becumuhtively considerableresulting in a less than significant cumulative imp@atss

Than Significant Cumulative Impact)
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Cumulative Community Health Risk Impacts

Community health risk assessments typically look at all substantial sources of TACsthfiech
sensitive receptors that are | ocated within 1,0
with stationary and mobile TAC sources were evaluated to assess the impacts on the construction

MEIs (shown on Figure 4.21). These TAC souss include surface streets and stationary sources

identified by BAAQMD. Within the project vicinity, traffic on El Camino Real and Scott Boulevard

would exceed 10,000 vehicles per day. A refined analysis was utilized to predict emissions for the

traffic volume and mix of vehicle types on both roadways near the project site; an atmospheric

dispersion model to predict exposure of the MEIs to TACs. Other nearby streets are assumed to have
less than 10,000 vehicles per day.

A review of BAAQM®mMap identifiedtfiive statianary sowsceswf TACs with

potential to affect the project sensitive receptors. The five stationary sources identified include two
generators, an auto body coating operation, and a gas dispensing facility. However, one of the
stationary sources (source # 24384) is located at the current, vacant project site that will be
demolished as part of the proposed project. Therefore, its risk and hazard levels were not included as
part of this analysis. The locations of the existing sesiaf TACs are shown in Figure 4-21Both

the project and cumulative community risk impacts at the sensitive receptors most affected by
construction (i.e., the MEISs) are reported in Table 4.21
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Table 4.211: Cumulative Community Health Risk Impacts at Off-Site MEI

Cancer Risk | Annual PM25s

Source (per million) (eg) m Hazard Index
Project Impacts
Project . :
Construction Mitigated 5.99 (infant) 0.15 <0.01
Cumulative Impacts

El Camino RealADT* 26,400 0.65 0.05 <0.01
Scott BoulevardADT* 21,762 0.27 0.03 <0.01
Underwriters Laboratories, Inc. (Facility ID
#2896), ME| at 0 feet <0.01 0.02 <0.01
International Auto Center, Inc. (Facility 1D B 3 <0.01
#11294), MEI at 1,000+ feet '
City of Santa Clara Generator (Facility ID
#16266), MEI at 530 feet 0.25 <0.01 <0.01
ARCO Gas Station (Facility ID #111625), MEI 0.26 3 <0.01
960 feet
Cumulative Total | Mitigated <7.43 <0.26 <0.07

BAAQMD Cumulative Source Threshold 100 0.8 10.0
Exceed .
Threshold? Mitigated No No No

*ADT = Average Daily Traffic

As shown in Table 4.21, the cumulative impact of project construction combined with the existing
sources of TACs in the project vicinity would not exceed the BAAQMD cumulative source
threshold. There are two projects approved projects under construction located within 1,000 feet of
the project site, 1890 EI Camino Real and 1900 Warburton Avenue residential pf8jeotsthe

purposes of this Initial Study, construction of all thregjguts is assumed to occur simultaneously to
provide a conservative analysis. Based on the approved Initial Studies for the approved projects,
implementation of construction best management practices to reduce dust emissions and mitigation
to reduce diesamissions would reduce the cancer risk and £ddncentrations to below

BAAQMD thresholds. Therefore, since the combined TAC sources would be less than BAAQMD

103The 1890 ElI Camino Real and 1900 Warburton Avenue projects are not included in TatlleHo®dever, the
approved InitihStudies for these projects concluded that implementation of mitigation and construction best
management practices to reduce diesel and fugitive dust emissions would resuyls goRééntrations, HI, and
cancer risks below BAAQMD thresholds during coustion. The 1890 EI Camino Real project would result in a
PM, s concentration of 0.£ g 7 amd child cancer risk of 2.6 in one million at sensitive receptors south of El
Camino Real (within 1,000 feet of the 1890 El Camino Real site) with mitigationn®@ieesmall size of the 1900
Warburton Avenue project (13 condominiums), short construction duration period, and limited grading, the
Warburton project was assumed to result in low construction emissions and did not warrant a quantitative
construction hdth risk assessment.
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cumulative source thresholds, the cumulative health risk impact from construction TACs on the
project MEIs would be less than significafitess than SignificantCumulative Impact)

Cumulative Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Energy Impacts

The proposed project and past, present, and future development projects worldwide contribute to
globalclimate change. No single project is sufficient in size to, by itself, change the global average
temperature. Therefore, due to the nature of GHG impacts, a significant project impact is a

significant cumulative impact. As discussadsection 4.8, Greenluse Gas Emissions he pr oj ect 6
operational emissions wouithbtexceed the 660 MT of G® per yeaR030bright-line thresholdbr

the per capita threshold of 2.8 MT @(per year per service populatidre project would,

therefore, not result iasignificant GHG impactFor these reasons, the project would not result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative GHG im@aets Than

Significant Cumulative Impact)

The geographic area for cumulative energy impacts iStiwe of California. Past, present, and

future devel opment pr energyimpactsclf@a projectiistdetdrreinedto t he s
have a significant energy impact, it is concluded that the impact is cumulatively considerable. The

project would noresult in significant energy impacts or conflict or obstruct a state or local plan for

energy efficiency. The project, therefore, would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to

a significant cumulative energy impafitessThan Significant Cumulative Impact)

Cumulative Noise Impacts

The geographic area for cumulative noise impacts is approximately a 1,000 feet radius from the site.
The cumulative projects (i.e., the proposed project, approved 1900 Warburtonetanel 1890 El

Camino Real prect) will implement construction and constructiaiated vibration measures to

reduce the cumulative impacts to the nearby noise sensitive receptors to less than significant.

A significant cumulative traffic noise increase would occur if two critenéanaet: 1) if the

cumulative traffic noise level increase whseedBA CNEL or greater for future levels exceeding 60

dBA CNEL or was 5 dBA CNEL or greater for future levels at or below 60 dBA CNEL; and 2) if the
project would make a Acumul atively considerabl e
A AcamuVely considerabl ed contri onedBAGNELawoul d be
more attributable solely to the proposed proj€iten the project would generate low traffic

volumes, 40 AM peak hour trips and 42 PM peak trips, the project wouldst in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to traffic noise.

Operational mechanical equipment noise generated by the project would be below City Code
thresholds for adjacent residenti al us dewe. Based
receptors more than 100 feet from the rooftop mechanical equipment would not experience noise in
exceednceof City Code thresholds. Given the distance between the approved projects in the area,

the proposed project would not result in any cumulatieehanical impacts to thessceptors(Less

Than Significant Cumulative Impact)
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Cumulative Traffic Impacts

The geographic area for cumulative transportation impacts is the City of Santa Clara. Since the
project is 100 percent affordable housing pejéhe project would result in a less than significant
VMT impactand would result in less than 100 trips in the commute peak pérergfore, the

project would result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to the significant Citywide
VMT impact.(Less than Significant Cumulative Impact)

Cumulative Aesthetics and Land Use Impacts

The geographic area of cumulative aesthetics (from which the project bewulklble) and land use
impactsishepr oj ect 6 s | mmedi at Bopendimgiomapptoyed prdectsvdtien t her e
the project sitebds i mmediate vicinity, the proj
impacts.

Cumulative Biological Resources Impacts

The geographic area for cumulative impacts to trees includgedifect site and adjacent parcels.
There are no current or reasonably foreseeable projects adjacent to the project site. Therefore, the
project would not have the potential to result in combined impacts to {ie€umulative Impact)

The geographicraa for cumulative impacts to sensitive habitats such as wetland, riparian habitats,
and serpentine habitats, and spestatus species would be Santa Clara County. The project would
have no impact on riparian, wetland habitats or spst#lis speciend, therefore, would not

combine impacts to these habitats with other projects elsewher€umulative Impact)

The project site is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan; therefore, the applicant
is not required to pay Habitat Plan feesl the project would not have a cumulative imp@éd
Cumulative Impact)

The geographic area for cumulative impacts to migratory wildlife would be Santa Clara County.
Construction of projects throughout the County, including the proposed project, could result in a
significant cumulative impact on nesting birds. Each projesitiligect to federal, state, and local
regulations (including the MBTA, Fish and Game Code, and CEQA), which would avoid and/or
minimize impacts to nestingirds. The project, with the implementation of mitigation measure MM
B10-1.1 would comply with the MBTA and Fish and Game Code, would not result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact to nesting firefss Than Significant
Cumulative Impact with Mitigation Incorporated )

Cumulative Cultural Resources Tribal Cultur al Resourcesand Geology Impacts

The project would have no impact on historic resources and, therefore, would not combine impacts to
these resources with other projects or contribute to any cumulative impacts to these regdtmrces.
Cumulative Impact).

The geographic area for archaeological resoutug®an remains, and tribal cultural resoutisgke
project site and parcels in the project area with similar resaurbesearest approved development
projects are located at least 600 feet from the Bite cumulative projects would be required to
implement mitigation measures to reduce impacts to unknown archaeological resources, human
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remains, and tribal cultural resour@ging constructionWith the implementation of these
measures, the cumulatiirapacts to the resources would be less than signifidaedgs than
Significant Cumulative Impact)

The geographic area for cumulative geological impacts would be locations adjacent to the site. There
are no other curremrojects under constructiar future projects immediately adjacent to the project

site. Therefore, the project has no potential to combine impacts to geological resources or soils with
other projects(No Cumulative Impact)

Hazards and Hazardous Materials Impacts

The geographic area fbazards and hazardous materials is the project site and adjacent parcels. The
potential for orsite hazardous materials contamination to affect adjacent properties in combination

with other development in the project vicinity is limited. Based on formgecaltural uses at the site,

the site could contain pesticides in soil or groundwater. Given the distance of the project site from

ot her pending or approved development and with
measures MM HAZL.1 through MM HAZ2.4 to properly manage and sample soil, the project does

not have the potential ttazardous materiatombine impactsvith other cumulative projects. The

project, in combination with cumulative projects in the area, would not result in a cumulative

hazardous materials impa¢tess Than Significant Cumulative Impact with Mitigation

Incorporated)

Cumulative Hydrology Im pacts

The geographic area for cumulative hydrology and water quality impacts is the San Tomas Aquino

Creek watershed. Cumulative developments within the watershed would have similar hydrological

and urban runoff conditions. All projects occurring withem& Clara would be required to

implement the same standard measures/BMPs related to construction water quality as the proposed
project (including preparation of a SWPPP if disturbasggeaater than onacre). In addition, all

cumulative projects that vatd disturb more than orecre of soil or replace/add more at least 10,000

square feet of impervious surfaces would be required to meet applicable San Francisco RWQCB
requirements and the Cit y-$pscifichdéG.Frorthesqneasrtrement s o
cumulative projects, including the proposed project, would not result in significant cumulative

hydrology or water quality impactf.ess than Significant Cumulative Impact)

Cumulative Utility and Service System Impacts

The geographic area formrwlative utility and service system impacts is the City of Santa Clara. The
project, by itself, would have a less than significant impact on utilities and service systems (refer to
Section 4.19). As discussed in Section 4.19, there is sufficient watdy $opihe proposed project.

The project could demand approximately 21,750 gallons of more water per day than what was
assumed in the General Plan.

Build-out of the General Plan and the proposed project would result in an increase in sewage

generated witim the City. As discussed in the certified General Plan EIR, the average dry weather

flows projected fromthe fullbuitd ut of t he Gener al Pl an were proj
allocated treatment capacity at the RWF, which at the time of thaaarah of the General Plan
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EIRwas20.1mgd*and bel ow the Cityds 2017 flow allocat.
project could result in 21,680 gallons per day of wastewater beyond what is assumed in the General

Plan, however, a sanitary sewercapacy assessment determined that t
capacity to serve the project.

Since the certification date of the General Plan EIR, however, the City has approved development
applications that have included General Plan amendments, eacitbfhakie incrementally

increased the potential sewage generation at full fmuitdConsequently, it is conceivable that at

some point prior to 2035, the City could exceed its current capacity allocation, and the proposed
project is anticipated to generate additional 0.3 mgt®> However, the RWF has excess flow

capacity of approximately 59.7 mgd, and the City has a process to obtain additional capacity rights at
the RWF, without the need for any physical improvements to the RWF.

Based on the abovesdussion, there is sufficient treatment capacity at the RWF to serve the build
out of the General Plan and the cumulative projects (including the proposed project). The cumulative
projects would not result in a significant cumulative impact on wastetvatgment capacity.

Wastewater flow from the site to the Cityds pum
capacity. The cumul ative projects would not <cau
City is planning for future capég improvements as additional developments are propdsed

which environmental analysis would be conducidte project would, therefore, not result in

cumulative impacts to pump stations or sanitary sewer facilftiess than Significant Cumulative

I mpact)

The project would not relocate natural gas, electrioitfelecommunications line$he project
would not combine impacts to these utility lines with other projects, therefore, no cumulative impacts
to these utilities would result from the coméxdhprojects(No Cumulative Impact)

Build-out of the City and the proposed project would generate solid waste that would heed to
disposed of appropriatelZonsistent with the conclusion in the certified General El&and City

Place Santa Clara Project EAB without a specific plan for disposing of solid waste beyond 2024,
the solid waste generatbg development in the City pe2024 (including waste from the proposed
projectand other cumulative projects suchGity Place Santa Clayavould result in a significant
unavoidableeumulativeimpact.Although the project would generate more solid waste than assumed
in the General Plan, the proposed project, by itaadfjld not have aumulativelyconsiderable
contribution towardghe solid waste impacfLess thanSignificant Cumulative Impact)

104 City of Santa Clara2010-2035 General Plan Integrated Final Environmental Impact Re@@t#

2008092005. January 2011. Page 228.

105Vv&A Consulting EngineersCity of Santa Clara Gateway Crossing Mixed Use Sewer Capacity Stuth2017.

106 The total flow capacity at the RWF is 167 mgd, and the joint owners (Santa Clara and Shavims@yeements

with several tributary agencies, which have capacity rights of approximately 35 mgd. Pursuant to Section V.B.3 of
the 1983 agreementstithe tributary agencies, Santa Clara can purchase additional capacity from those tributary
agencies.

107 City of Santa ClaraCity Place Santa Clara Project Draft Environmental Impact Re@@iH#2014072078

Certified June 2016. Pages 3-38 and 3.1439.
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Population and Housing

The geographic area for cumulative population and housing impacts is the City of Santa Clara. The
cumulative residengenerating projects in the City winol be consistent with applicable land use
policies aimed at i mprovi ng t laeus@éassumypbossintteb s/ hou
existing General Plan. The proposed project would add up to 290 residents and, therefore,

incrementally increase he Ci tyds popul ation by 290. Although
in popul ation beyond what was assumed in the Ge
jobs/housing imbalance by adding new residdfds this reason, the jobs addedtbe project would

not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a worsening of the jobs/housing imbalance.

(Less Cumulatively Considerable Contribution to a Significant Cumulative Impact)

Public Services and Recreation

The geographic area formrwlativepublic services impacts is the City of Santa ClB@velopment

in the project area would increase demand on fire and police protection services, schools, and
recreational facilities. All cumulative projeatsuld be sulgct to state, county, ariity policies and
regulations associated wigtublic servicesvithin Santa Clarésuch as payment af-lieu park fees).
Although the project proposes to increase the residential denssiyecmbove the current General

Plan, the project wouldomply with the parkland dedication requirementti#n park fees and

school impact fees identified Section 4.15, Public Services and would not result in cumulative public
services or recreation impacts

Impact MFS-3:  The project doesot have environmdal effects which will cause substantia
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirdtigs than
Significant Impact)

Consistent with Section 15065(a)(4) of the CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency shall find that a project
may have a signifiant effect on the environment where there is substantial evidence that the project
has the potential to cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.
Pursuant to this standard, a change to the physical environmemigh&ibtherwise be minor must

be treated as significant if people would be significantly affected. This factor relates to adverse
changes to the environment of human beings generally, and not to effects on particular individuals.
While changes to the enginment that could indirectly affect human beings would be represented by
all of the designated CEQA issue areas, those that could directly affect human beings include air
guality, hazardous materials, and noise. Implementation of the best managemeargg)remtiditions

of approval, mitigation measures, and adherence to General Plan, City Code, and state and federal
regulations described in these sections of the report, would avoid significant impacts. No other direct
or indirect adverse effects on humaairtys have been identifieflL.ess Than Significant Impact)
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